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SAN  FRANCISCO  ARTS  COMMISSION 
CIVIC  DESIGN  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 

Monday,  January  23,  2012 

2:00  p.m. 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  70 

l.  Roll  Call 


'F 

Vo-} 

* I 


2.  Discussion:  Staff  Report  and  Discussion  of  the  Civic  Design  Process  and  Requirements  for 
2012 

Vicky  Knoop,  Program  Manager,  Civic  Design  Review,  San  Francisco  Arts  Commission 


3.  Discussion:  Capital  Planning  Presentation 

Brian  Strong,  Director,  Capital  Planning  Program 

Project  reviews  will  begin  no  earlier  than  3:00  p.m. 

4.  Action:  North  Beach  Branch  Library  - Phase  3 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  dates:  3/16/09, 11/16/09 
Explanatory  document:  North  Beach  Branch  Library  Phase  3 Site  Plan 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  3 of  the  North  Beach  Branch  Library. 


5.  Action:  Daggett  Park  - Phase  1 

Explanatory  document:  Daggett  Park  Phase  1 Presentation 

Steve  Wertheim,  Planner,  Citywide  Policy  and  Analysis,  Planning  Department 

Chris  Guillard,  Principal,  CMG  Landscape  Architecture  representing  Archstone 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  Daggett  Park. 
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6.  Action:  Raymond  S.  Kimbell  Playground  Renovation  - Phase  1 

Explanatory  document:  Kimbell  Park  Renovation  Phase  1 Presentation 
Dan  Mauer,  Project  Manager,  Recreation  and  Parks  Department 
Edward  Chin,  Landscape  Architect,  DPW 
Will  Kwan,  Architect,  DPW 
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Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  Raymond  S.  Kimbell  Playground  Renovation. 


7.  Action:  McCoppin  Hub  Plaza  - Phase  1 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  dates:  11/19/11 
Explanatory  document:  McCoppin  Hub  Plaza  Phase  1 Presentation 
McCoppin  Hub  Plaza  Phase  1 presentation 

Ken  Rich,  Project  Director,  SF  Office  of  Economic  and  Workforce  Development  p,  ; . • • 

Seth  Boor,  Architect,  Boor  Bridges  Architecture 


Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  McCoppin  Hub  Plaza. 

8.  Acton:  Central  Subway:  Chinatown  Station  - Phase  3 


DVERNMENT 
DOC  b^ENT^DEP 

.2012- 


This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  dates:  5/11/09,  8/23/09, 5/25/11 
Explanatory  document:  Central  Subway  Chinatown  Station  Phase  3 Presentation 
Mona  Tamari,  Project  Architect,  Kwan  Henmi  Architects 
Aileen  Read,  Centrals  Subway  Design  Group  Project  Manager 
H.  Quon  Chin,  Design  Oversight  Manager 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  3 of  the  Central  Subway  Chinatown  Station. 

9.  Action:  Mission  Dolores  Park  Rehabilitation  Project  - Phase  1 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  dates:  11/19/11 
Explanatory  document:  Dolores  Park  Restoration  CDR  Phase  1 Presentation 
Jacob  Gilchrist,  Project  Manager,  Recreation  and  Parks  Department 
Susan  Aitken,  Architect,  Hamilton  + Aitken  Architects 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  Mission  Dolores  Park  Rehabilitation  Project. 


10.  New  Business 

(This  item  is  to  allow  Commissioners  to  introduce  new  agenda  items  for  consideration.) 


11.  Old  Business 

(This  item  is  to  allow  Commissioners  to  update  previous  agenda  items.) 


12.  Public  Comment 

(This  item  is  to  allow  members  of  the  public  to  comment  generally  on  matters  within  the  Committee’s 
purview  as  well  as  to  suggest  new  agenda  items  for  the  Committee’s  consideration.) 


13.  Adjournment 
vmk  1/19/2012 
Notices 

Explanatory  documents  are  available  for  public  inspection  and  copying  at  the  Arts  Commission  office,  25  Van  Ness 
Avenue,  Suite  345,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  during  regular  business  hours.  Info:  Vicky  Knoop,  415/252-3214. 

Public  comment  in  regard  to  specific  items  will  be  taken  before  or  during  consideration  of  the  item. 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited  at  this 
meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  of  any  person(s)  responsible  for 
the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative  action  may  be 
required  by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  (San  Francisco  Campaign  and  Governmental  Conduct  Code 
sections  2.100-2.160)  to  register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance, 
please  contact  the  Ethics  Commission  at  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  telephone 
415/252-3100,  fax  415/252-3112  and  website,  http://www.sfethics.org/. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 

Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decision  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions,  boards, 
councils  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people’s  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that 
deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people’s  review.  For  more 
information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  or  to  report  a violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  Frank 
Darby  by  mail  to  Administrator,  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room  244,  San 
Francisco  CA  94102-4689;  by  phone  at  415-554  7724:  by  fax  at  415-554  7854;  or  by  email  at  sotf@sfgov.org. 


Citizens  interested  in  obtaining  a free  copy  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  request  a copy  from  Mr.  Darby  or  by 
printing  Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  on  the  Internet,  http://www.sfgov.org/sunshine/ 
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CIVIC  DESIGN  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 
M on  day.  January  23, 2012 

2:00  p.m. 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue.  Suite  70 

Minutes 

Commissioners  present:  Cass  Caider  Smith,  Mark  Breitenberg.  Dorka  Keehn,  Kimberlee  Stryker 
Commissioners  absent:  Leo  Chow 
Staff  present:  Tom  DeCaigny,  Vicky  Knoop 

Call  to  order:  2:10  p.m. 

1 . Staff  Report  and  Discussion  of  the  Civic  Design  Process  and  Requirements  for  2012 

Vicky  Knoop,  Program  Manager,  Civic  Design  Review  presented  the  Civic  Design  Review  Guidelines  and  proposed  changes  for  2012.  The 
commissioners  discussed  requiring  a conceptual  phase  review  prior  to  phase  1 and  ways  to  encourage  projects  to  present  earlier  in  the  design 
process. 

2.  Capital  Planning  Presentation 

Brian  Strong,  Director  of  Capital  Planning  for  San  Francisco,  gave  a presentation  on  the  Capital  Planning  process  including  upcoming  bond 
measures  and  large  scale  projects. 

Commissioner  Stryker  asked  Afr.  Strong  if  the  projected  rise  in  sea  level  has  been  included  in  future  funding  sources  and  design. 

Mr.  Strong  replied  that  the  City  is  working  with  the  other  bay  area  counties  on  a regional  approach.  This  includes  creating  flood  plains  and  other 
mitigation  measures. 
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3.  North  Beach  Branch  Library  - Phase  3 

Marsha  Maytum,  Principle,  Leddy  Maytum  Stacy  Architects,  presented  the  site  plan  for  the  park  and  library.  She  then  explained  that  the 
proposed  master  plan  includes  the  closure  of  a block  of  Mason  Street  to  create  more  green  space  and  a pedestrian  walkway.  This  section  of 
Mason  Street  and  the  remainder  of  the  master  plan  will  be  reviewed  at  a later  date,  and  a temporary  landscape  plan  for  Mason  street  is  included 
in  this  proposal.  Ms.  Maytum  explained  that  the  building  has  not  changed  since  it's  last  approval.  The  major  features  include  custom  tiles 
aluminum,  and  photovoltaic  panels  on  the  roof. 

Commissioner  Stryker  asked  if  the  olive  trees  with  thrive  in  this  location. 


Ms.  Maytum  replied  that  there  are  large  planting  wells  and  the  department  of  Recreation  and  Parks  has  approved  the  plant  list 
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Commissioner  Smith  opened  the  floor  to  public  comment. 

Julie  Christian,  Friends  of  Joe  DiMagio  Playground,  expressed  concern  for  the  current  color  and  materials  selections  which  differ  from  those 
originally  shown  to  the  community.  She  presented  photographs  from  a public  display  at  the  library  which  has  a lighter  tile  selection. 

Commissioner  Breitenberg  asked  Ms.  Maytum  about  the  changes  to  the  color. 

Ms.  Maytum  explained  that  the  renderings  presented  today  are  those  that  were  presented  during  Phase  2.  The  original  tile  selection  from  Phase 
1 review  was  unavailable  due  to  the  cost. 

Commissioner  Breitenberg  and  Stryker  spoke  in  favor  of  the  current  color  selections. 

Commissioner  Smith  and  Commissioner  Keehn  asked  to  see  options  for  lighter  color  tiles. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  3 of  the  North  Beach  Branch  Library  with  the  contingency  that  lighter  tile  colors  are  considered  and 
reviewed:  Commissioner  Smith 
Vote:  Unanimously  approved. 


4.  Daggett  Park  - Phase  1? 

Chris  Guillard,  Principal,  CMG  Landscape  Architecture  representing  Archstone  and  Steve  Wertheim,  Planner,  Citywide  Policy  and  Analysis, 
Planning  Department,  gave  an  overview  of  the  project  and  explained  that  the  planning  process  for  the  surrounding  area.  The  design  of  the  park 
has  been  presented  to  the  community  and  will  include  public  art. 

Mr.  Guillard  explained  that  Daggett  Park  is  intended  to  provide  a needed  small  scale  community  open  space.  The  park  will  have  two  large  grass 
areas  with  a dog  run  towards  one  side.  There  will  be  a garden  edge  that  will  also  work  as  a rain  garden  and  a tilted  lawn  feature  that  will  create 
an  informal  stage  area  at  it’s  base.  The  pentastep  is  a sculptural  element  that  can  also  be  used  as  a seating  and  play  area.  The  design  team  is 
looking  into  options  to  add  an  acoustic  element  to  this  feature. 

Commissioner  Smith  commented  that  he'd  prefer  if  there  was  not  a road  through  the  edge  of  the  park. 

Commissioner  Stryker  commented  favorable  on  the  design.  She  asked  about  drainage  and  watering  systems. 

Mr.  Guillard  explained  that  the  site  has  a larger  in  ground  filtration  area  and  the  dog  run  will  use  synthetic  turf,  which  is  the  most  maintainable 
dog  run  surface.  There  will  be  four  types  of  trees  on  site,  that  have  yet  to  be  selected,  but  will  be  large  scale  park  trees. 

Commissioner  Smith  opened  the  floor  to  public  comment,  and  there  was  none. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  Daggett  Park  project:  Commissioner  Smith 
Vote:  Unanimously  approved 


5.  Raymond  S.  Kimbell  Playground  Renovation  - Phase  1 

Dan  Mauer,  Project  Manager,  Recreation  and  Parks  Department,  explained  that  this  project  is  part  of  the  2008  Clean  and  Safe  Neighborhood 
Parks  Bond.  The  design  of  the  park  takes  into  consideration  the  needs  of  several  neighboring  community  buildings  including  a high  school, 
elementary  school  and  a methadone  clinic.  The  fields,  which  are  the  largest  part  of  the  park,  were  recently  renovated  and  the  remainder  of  the 
park  is  now  proceeding  with  a redesign  and  renovation.  The  project  consists  of  landscape  rehabilitation,  relocating  the  children's  play  area,  and 
replacing  the  small  clubhouse  that  is  no  longer  used  with  a free  standing  restroom.  Additionally,  the  entry  plaza,  bleachers,  and  meadow  will  be 
renovated.  Hamilton  Recreation  Center,  which  is  directly  across  from  Kimbell  Playground,  has  a bright  contemporary  play  area,  so  this  park  will 
have  a more  natural  wood  play  area  to  reflect  the  forest  like  park.  The  proposed  restroom  is  similar  to  those  already  approved  by  the  Civic 
Design  Review  Committee  and  includes  storage  space.  There  will  also  be  outdoor  adult  exercise  and  play  equipment. 

Commissioner  Smith  opened  the  floor  to  public  comment. 
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A community  member  representing  the  Friends  of  Kimbell  Park,  said  that  the  group  is  very  happy  with  the  design  for  the  park. 


A community  member  expressed  concern  for  delaying  the  progress  of  the  park. 

A community  member  expressed  a concern  about  the  safety  of  the  park  and  would  like  any  structures  to  have  limited  openings,  overhangs  or 
hiding  places. 


Commissioner  Smith  closed  the  floor  to  public  comment. 

Commissioner  Breitenberg  expressed  concern  that  the  restroom  is  not  the  right  style  for  an  urban  park. 

Commissioner  Smith  agreed. 

Mr.  DeCaigny  commented  that  the  space  should  have  more  transparency,  light  and  air.  He  added  that  the  restroom  design  looks  more  like  a 
bunker. 

Mr.  Mauer  expressed  a strong  interest  in  using  the  traditional  design. 

Commissioner  Keehn  commented  that  the  committee  has  approved  two  standardized  restroom  designs  for  the  Recreation  and  Parks 
department,  and  the  Committee  is  recommending  the  contemporary  design. 

Commissioner  Breitenberg  commented  that  the  design  team  should  be  cautious  about  making  the  play  area  too  busy. 

Commissioner  Stryker  asked  if  the  rocks  could  be  real  rocks  instead  of  synthetic.  She  added  that  she  appreciated  the  modeling  of  the  meadow. 
She  asked  the  design  team  to  explore  if  expanding  the  tree  pits. 

Mr.  DeCaigny  commented  favorably  on  the  inner  generational  integration  for  play  throughout  the  park.  He  added  that  the  design  team  should  use 
the  great  work  around  functionality  and  model  the  new  form  based  on  community  input. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  Kimbell  Playground  renovation  on  the  condition  that  the  standardized  Recreation  and  Parks 
contemporary  restroom  design  is  used  as  a basis  for  the  restroom,  real  rock  is  used  instead  of  synthetic,  the  size  of  the  tree  pits  is 
considered  and  the  design  team  looks  into  the  layout  of  the  equipment  in  the  play  areas:  Commissioner  Stryker 
Vote:  Unanimously  approved 


6.  McCoppin  Hub  Plaza  - Phase  1 

Ken  Rich,  Project  Director,  SF  Office  of  Economic  and  Workforce  Development  and  Seth  Boor,  Architect,  Boor  Bridges  Architecture  presented 
the  project  and  explained  the  changes  since  the  last  review. 

Mr.  Boor  said  that  the  design  has  been  modified  to  unify  the  paving  across  the  site  and  altered  the  grades  to  create  a larger  flat  space  on  the 
back  of  the  site  for  seating.  The  seat  wall  is  8”  in  depth  and  there  will  also  be  accessible  seating. 

Susan  Misner,  Mayor’s  office  on  Disability,  commented  that  this  design  is  one  of  the  more  accessible  small  parks  and  is  a good  example  of 
universal  design. 

Commissioner  Smith  commented  that  the  food  trucks  are  not  guaranteed  to  be  around  in  a few  years,  but  recommended  that  the  site's  long 
term  plan  continue  a model  for  fostering  local  small  business. 

Mr.  Boor  replied  that  the  long  term  view  is  to  have  a pavilion  for  community  use  with  a commercial  kitchen  available  for  rent. 

Commissioner  Smith  commented  that  the  benches  need  to  be  further  developed 
Commissioner  Keehn  suggested  that  they  hire  an  artist  to  design  the  benches. 

Commissioner  Stryker  suggested  that  the  sidewalk  planting  tie  into  the  plaza  to  unify  the  space.  She  also  suggested  using  a texture  on  the 
vehicle  ramps. 


January  23,  2012  | San  Francisco  Arts  Commission 


http://sfgov.org/arts/civic-design-review-committee/meeting/2012-janu. 


Commissioner  Smith  opened  the  floor  to  public  comment. 

Lynn  \felenti,  a resident,  commented  favorably  on  the  design  and  expressed  concern  with  the  highway  off  ramp. 

Commissioner  Smith  closed  the  floor  to  public  comment. 

Commissioner  Smith  commented  that  the  details  need  to  be  really  good  and  the  design  team  should  create  ways  to  draw  people  into  the  site. 
He  asked  them  to  focus  on  hand  rails  and  engage  people  tactiley. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  McCoppin  Hub  Plaza:  Commissioner  Smith 
\fote:  Unanimously  approved 


7.  Central  Subway:  Chinatown  Station  - Phase  3 

Mona  Tamari,  Project  Architect,  Kwan  Henmi  Architects  explained  how  the  contingencies  from  the  last  review  have  been  addressed  in  the  new 
design.  The  columns  at  the  entrance  have  been  reduced  and  limited  to  the  glass  enclosure.  The  design  has  been  simplified  and  the  signage 
has  been  redesigned.  The  rolling  door  has  been  tucked  into  the  ceiling  so  it’s  not  visible  unless  rolled  down.  The  interior  bench  has  been  made 
more  symmetrical,  but  the  arm  rests  could  not  be  removed  as  they  are  required  by  the  Mayor’s  Office  on  Disability.  The  hand  rails  in  the  paid 
area  and  have  simplified  and  made  lighter.  She  explained  that  a major  change  on  the  platform  level  is  the  addition  of  glass  smoke  tunnels 
around  the  stairs  and  escalators. 

Commissioner  Smith  asked  if  the  art  panels  could  wrap  around  to  the  Washington  Street  facade  of  the  building. 

Commissioner  Smith  opened  the  floor  to  public  comment. 

Cindy  Wu,  Chinatown  Community  Development  Center,  spoke  in  favor  of  the  work  the  design  team  did  with  the  community. 

Commissioner  Smith  closed  the  floor  to  public  comment. 

Commissioner  Stryker  commented  that  the  handrails  and  cane  detection  rail  need  to  be  more  seamless. 

Ms.  Tamari  explained  that  after  reviewing  several  variations,  this  was  the  least  intrusive. 

Commissioner  Keehn  left  the  meeting  at  5:35  p.m. 

Commissioner  Smith  commented  that  the  rail  could  be  a bit  more  noticeable,  but  be  made  more  beautifully.  He  suggested  that  the  hand  rail  be 
continued  round  the  comer  with  a reduced  number  of  posts  and  a more  gestural  line. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  3 of  the  Central  Subway  Chinatown  Station  on  the  condition  that  the  handrails  on  the  concourse  level  are  revised: 
Commissioner  Smith 
Vote:  Unanimously  approved 


8.  Mission  Dolores  Park  Rehabilitation  Project  - Phase  1 

Jacob  Gilchrist,  Project  Manager,  Recreation  and  Parks  Department  introduced  the  project  and  the  design  team  including  Susan  Aitken, 
Architect,  Hamilton  + Aitken  Architects  and  Aditya  Advani,  Landscape  Architect. 

Mr.  Advani  presented  the  site  plan  and  explained  the  design  process.  Accessibility  is  a key  to  the  renovation  and  the  park  will  have  an  additional 
path  and  two  new  restroom  facilities.  The  path  will  have  an  edging  of  permeable  pavers. 

Ms.  Aitken  presented  the  design  of  the  new  buildings.  The  operations  building  will  be  hidden  behind  a green  berm  and  under  the  basketball 
court.  The  south  restroom  will  be  tucked  into  the  hill  side  so  only  the  front  is  visible.  She  explained  that  the  new  north  restroom  design  is  a bit 
more  contemporary  and  responds  to  the  park's  topography. 

Commissioner  Smith  commented  that  the  traditional  green  roof  may  not  survive,  and  if  maintenance  is  an  issue,  artificial  turf  or  a more  wild 
plant  palette  may  be  alternatives.  He  added  that  the  slope  of  the  roof  and  the  overhang  should  be  should  be  examined. 

Commissioner  Stryker  commented  that  she  is  in  favor  of  the  changes  to  the  path  design.  She  asked  the  design  team  to  look  at  the  entry  aprons 
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on  Dolores  Street  more  carefully. 

Commissioner  Smith  suggested  that  the  grills  and  infills  of  the  handrails  tie  to  those  used  in  the  restroom  designs. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  Dolores  Park  Renovation:  Commissioner  Smith 
Vote:  Unanimously  approved 


9.  Public  Comment 

There  was  no  public  comment. 


10.  New  Business 

There  was  no  new  business. 

11 . Old  Business 

There  was  no  old  business. 


12.  Adjournment:  6:12  p.m, 
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Action:  2008  Restroom  Bond  Program:  Traditional  Design  - Phase  3 PUE  L! C LIE] 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  dates:  8/15/11,  2/14/11  and  6/20/11 
Explanatory  document:  2008  Restroom  Bond  Program:  Traditional  Design  Phase  3 presentation 
Marvin  Yee,  Recreation  and  Parks  Department  Project  Manager 
Tony  Leung,  DPW  Bureau  of  Architecture 
Alejandro  Pimentel,  DPW  Bureau  of  Architecture 


Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  3 of  the  2008  Restroom  Bond  Program: 
Traditional  Design. 


3.  Action:  SFO  Replacement  Air  Traffic  Control  Tower  and  Integrated  Facility 

Explanatory  document:  SFO  Replacement  Air  Traffic  Control  Tower  and  Integrated  Facility 
presentation 

Robert  J B Steel,  Senior  Project  Designer,  HNTB  Architecture 
Alejandro  Ogata,  Project  Designer,  HNTB  Architecture 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  SFO  Replacement  Air  Traffic  Control  Tower 
and  Integrated  Facility. 


4.  Action:  Daggett  Park-  Phase  2 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  date  :i/ 23/ 12 
Explanatory  document:  Daggett  Park  Phase  2 Presentation 
Steve  Wertheim,  Planner,  Citywide  Policy  and  Analysis,  Planning  Department 
Chris  Guillard,  Principal,  CMG  Landscape  Architecture  representing  Archstone 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  2 of  Daggett  Park. 


5.  Action:  SFMTA  Operator's  Restroom  on  Phelan  Avenue  near  Ocean  - Phase  1 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  date:  11/21/11 

Explanatory  document:  SFMTA  Operator's  Restroom  on  Phelan  Avenue  Phase  1 presentation 

Ha  Nguyen,  SFMTA  Project  Manager 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  SFMTA  Operator's  Restroom  on  Phelan 


Avenue  near  Ocean. 


6.  New  Business 

(This  item  is  to  allow  Commissioners  to  introduce  new  agenda  items  for  consideration.) 


7.  Old  Business 

(This  item  is  to  allow  Commissioners  to  update  previous  agenda  items.) 


8.  Public  Comment 

(This  item  is  to  allow  members  of  the  public  to  comment  generally  on  matters  within  the 
Committee’s  purview  as  well  as  to  suggest  new  agenda  items  for  the  Committee’s  consideration.) 


9.  Adjournment 
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Notices 

Notices 

Explanatory  documents  listed  above,  as  well  as  documents  created  or  distributed  after  the  posting  of  this 
agenda  to  the  Arts  Commission  will  be  available  for  public  inspection  and  copying  at  the  Arts  Commission 
office,  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  345,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  during  regular  business  hours.  Info:  Vicky 
Knoop  415-252-3214.  PLEASE  NOTE:  The  Arts  Commission  often  receives  documents  created  or  submitted 
by  other  City  officials,  agencies  or  departments  after  the  posting  of  the  Arts  Commission  agenda.  For  such 
documents  or  presentations,  members  of  the  public  may  wish  to  contact  the  originating  agency  if  they  seek 
documents  not  yet  provided  to  the  Arts  Commission. 

Public  comment  in  regard  to  specific  items  will  be  taken  before  or  during  consideration  of  the  item. 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited 
at  this  meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  of  any  person(s) 
responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic 
devices. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses, 
multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other 
attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical -based  products.  Please  help  the  City  accommodate  these 
individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability- related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to 
participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Vicky  Knoop,  415-252-3214,  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting, 
except  for  Monday  meetings,  for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative  action  may 
be  required  by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  (San  Francisco  Campaign  and  Governmental  Conduct 
Code  sections  2.100-2.160)  to  register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the 
Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact  the  Ethics  Commission  at  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San 
Francisco,  CA  94102,  telephone  415/252-3100,  fax  415/252-3112  and  http://www.sfethics.org/ethics 
/2009/i2/lobbyist-ordinance-20io.html. 


KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 


Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decision  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions, 
boards,  councils  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people’s  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to 
the  people’s  review.  For  more  information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  or  to  report  a 
violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  Frank  Darby  by  mail  to  Administrator,  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  l 
Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room  244,  San  Francisco  CA  94102-4689;  by  phone  at  415-554  7724;  by  fax 
at  415-554  7854;  or  by  email  at  sotf@sfgov.org 

Citizens  interested  in  obtaining  a free  copy  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  request  a copy  from  Mr.  Darby  or 
by  printing  Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  on  the  Internet,  http://www.sfgov.org 
/sunshine/ 
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February  13,  2012 

Civic  Design  Review  Committee  - February  13,2012 

An  audio  recording  of  this  meeting  is  available  online  at  the  following  address:  http  ://www.sfgov3.org/index.aspx?page=3420 


CIVIC  DESIGN  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 
Monday,  February  13,  2012 

3:00  p.m. 

25  \&n  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  70 


Minutes 


Commissioners  present:  Cass  Calder  Smith,  Mark  Breitenberg,  Dorka  Keehn,  Leo  Chow,  Kimberlee  Stryker 

Commissioners  absent:  none 

Staff  present:  Tom  DeCaigny,  Vicky  Knoop 


GOVERNMENT 
DOCUMENTS  DEPT 


MAR  2 2 2016 

Call  to  order:  2:10  p.m. 

SAN  FRANCISCO 

1 . 2008  Restroom  Bond  Program:  Traditional  Design  - Phase  3 

Marvin  Yee,  Recreation  and  Parks  Department  Project  Manager,  and  Tony  Leung,  DPW  Bureau  of  Architecture,  presented  the  2008  Restroom 
Bond  Traditional  Design.  Mr.  Yee  gave  a brief  overview  of  the  previous  comments  by  the  Committee  including  removing  the  bend  in  the 
restroom  at  Mountain  Lake  Park  and  presented  the  new  linear  layout  of  that  building.  In  addition  to  responding  to  the  commissioners  comments, 
the  Larsen  Park  restroom  orientation  was  modified  to  accommodate  ADA  access,  and  the  Marina  Green  restroom’s  interior  programming  was 
changed  with  no  impact  on  the  outside  of  the  structure. 

Commissioner  Breitenberg  commented  favorably  on  the  new  orientation  of  the  Larsen  Park  restroom. 


Motion  to  approve  Phase  3 of  the  2008  Restroom  Park  Bond  Program  - Traditional  Design:  Commissioner  Smith 
Vote:  Unanimously  approved 


2.  SFO  Replacement  Air  Traffic  Control  Tower  and  Integrated  Facility 

Robert  Steel,  Senior  Project  Designer,  HNTB  Architecture,  and  Alejandro  Ogata,  Project  Designer,  HNTB  Architecture,  presented  the  technical 
and  programmatic  challenges  of  designing  the  new  Air  Traffic  Control  Tower  and  presented  a design  progression  that  responded  to  those 
requirements.  The  project  also  includes  a non  secure  connector  between  terminals  1 and  2,  and  FAA  offices  located  at  the  base  of  the  tower. 
The  major  features  of  the  structure  are  it’s  iconic  shape  and  glass  waterfall. 

Commissioner  Breitenberg  commented  that  the  Edinburgh  Airport  control  tower  is  similar,  but  this  is  an  improvement  on  that  style. 
Commissioner  Breitenberg  asked  about  the  garden  area  and  the  prevalence  of  gardens  in  any  airport  facility. 


Mr.  Steel  explained  that  he  wasn't  aware  of  any. 
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Commissioner  Stryker  suggesting  consulting  with  an  acoustic  engineer  to  determine  noise  levels  in  the  garden  area.  If  it  is  a problem,  she 
recommended  enclosing  the  space  and  creating  a greenhouse  area. 

Commissioner  Smith  asked  about  using  a different  color  panel  on  the  tower  to  highlight  that  it’s  a more  sculptural  piece  than  the  rest  of  the 
airport.  He  added  that  the  design  could  be  pushed  further. 

Commissioner  Breitenberg  commented  favorable  on  the  tower’s  integration  to  the  base  and  the  use  of  light  in  the  design. 

Commissioner  Stryker  commented  favorably  on  the  use  of  wood  on  the  interior  wall. 

Commissioner  Chow  commented  that  there  seems  to  be  a symmetry  to  the  tower  that  doesn’t  seem  to  relate  to  the  the  orientation  of  the 
campus  in  any  way.  There  are  more  views  of  the  tower  that  will  be  less  symmetrical  and  the  design  should  consider  this  to  make  something 
less  axial. 

Commissioner  Smith  agreed  that  the  tower  will  be  more  dynamic  if  it  changes  as  you  approach  it. 

Commissioner  Chow  asked  the  design  team  to  find  opportunities  to  make  the  tower  more  sculptural  and  think  about  the  views  as  it  is 
approached. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  SFO  Replacement  Air  Traffic  Control  Tower  and  Integrated  Facility:  Commissioner  Smith 
Vote:  Unanimously  approved 


3.  Daggett  Park-  Phase  2 

Steve  Wertheim,  Planner,  Citywide  Policy  and  Analysis,  Planning  Department,  and  Chris  Guillard,  Principal,  CMG  Landscape  Architecture 
representing  Archstone,  presented  the  Daggett  Park  project. 

Mr.  Guillard  gave  an  overview  of  the  project  and  explained  the  changes  since  the  last  review  including  a bar  seating  area,  removal  of  the  wave 
bench,  and  additional  planting. 

Commissioner  Stryker  commented  that  the  design  should  be  sure  to  address  any  possible  rust  staining  on  the  paving  from  the  steel  elements. 
Commissioner  Smith  recommended  using  a woven  mesh  fence  in  the  dog  run  area. 

Commissioner  Smith  and  Keehn  agreed  that  the  park  signage  should  be  designed  in  a way  that  fits  with  the  park. 

Commissioner  Smith  commented  that  the  details  and  concrete  need  to  have  a high  level  of  craftsmanship  consistent  through  the  park. 

Commissioner  Chow  said  that  the  design  team  will  need  to  confirm  the  selections  of  the  trees  and  present  a materials  board  during  Phase  3 
review.  He  commented  that  the  dog  fence  should  be  more  minimal  and  there  should  be  more  or  less  differentiation  between  the  drive  and  the 
paved  area  of  the  park. 

Commissioner  Smith  opened  the  floor  to  public  comment.  There  was  none. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  2 of  Daggett  Park  contingent  upon  presenting  a materials  board  at  Phase  3 review,  revising  the  signage, 
and  presenting  fence  design  options  prior  to  Phase  3 review:  Commissioner  Smith 
Vote:  Unanimously  approved 


4.  SFMTA  Operator's  Restroom  on  Phelan  Avenue  near  Ocean  - Phase  1 

John  Katz,  SFMTA  Project  Manager,  explained  that  this  project  will  replace  a Muni  Operator  restroom  and  include  landscape  improvements  to 
unify  the  area. 

Tara  LaMont  presented  the  architectural  references  and  explained  the  changes  since  the  last  review.  The  restroom  materials  will  be  metal  panel 
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and  concrete  and  the  sound  wall  will  be  an  integral  color  concrete  with  planters. 

Jasmine  Kaw,  Landscape  Architect,  explained  that  there  would  be  hundreds  of  people  going  by  the  site  each  day.  The  sound  wall  will  have 
planters  and  green  screen  with  an  existing  community  landscape  project  at  the  corner.  Ms.  Kaw  expressed  a preference  for  a red  wall  to  fit  with 
the  Ocean  Avenue  streetscape. 

Commissioner  Breitenberg  left  the  meeting  at  5:03  p.m. 

Commissioner  Stryker  said  that  there  should  be  a long  line  plants  at  the  height  of  the  wall  filling  the  planters. 

Commissioner  Smith  suggested  using  a cable  system  instead  of  green  screen. 

Commissioner  Chow  commented  that  the  red  integral  color  concrete  will  fade  and  turn  pink.  He  suggested  using  brown  if  they  would  like  an 
earth  tone.  He  said  the  design  should  have  a streamlined,  long  base  planter  and  any  breaks  in  the  planter  should  be  reduced  or  eliminated. 

Commissioner  Smith  commented  that  the  restroom  should  be  part  of  the  expression  of  the  wall  at  the  corner. 

Commissioner  Keehn  asked  that  the  wood  fence  be  replaced  with  an  extension  of  the  concrete  sound  wall. 

Commissioner  Smith  opened  the  floor  to  public  comment.  There  was  none. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  SFMTA  Operator's  Restroom  on  Phelan  Avenue  near  Ocean  with  conditions  that  the  design  team 
explore  siting  the  restroom  at  the  corner,  extend  the  concrete  wall,  streamline  the  trellis  and  planters,  and  refine  the  corner 
design. 


5.  Public  Comment 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

6.  New  Business 

There  was  no  new  business. 

7.  Old  Business 

There  was  no  old  business. 


8.  Adjournment:  6:12  p.m. 
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San  Francisco  Arts  Commission 
CIVIC  DESIGN  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 


Monday,  March  19,  2012 

3:00  p.m. 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  70 


GOVERNMENT 
DOCUMENTS  DEPT 


Agenda 


1.  Roll  Call 


MAR  1 6 2012 


<«■ 3 


2.  Staff  Report 

Discussion 

Approximately  5 minutes 

Current  developments  and  announcements. 


SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


3.  San  Francisco  County  Jail  3 Replacement:  Guard  Station  and  Bus  Stop  - Phase  3 

Action 

Approximately  5 minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  dates:  5/16/11  and  7/18/11 
Stephen  Kay,  Architect,  Department  of  Public  Works 
Kevin  Lyons,  San  Francisco  Sheriff  s Department 

Explanatory  document:  San  Francisco  County  Jail  3 Replacement:  Guard  Station  and  Bus  Stop  - Phase  3 
presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  3 of  the  San  Francisco  County  Jail  3 Replacement:  Guard 
Station  and  Bus  Stop. 

4.  2008  Restroom  Bond  Program:  Contemporary  Design  (States  Street  Playground)  - Phase  3 

Action 

Approximately  5 minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  dates:  7/18/11  and  8/15/11 
Marvin  Yee,  Recreation  and  Parks  Department  Project  Manager 
Tony  Leung,  Department  of  Public  Works,  Bureau  of  Architecture 
Alejandro  Pimentel,  Department  of  Public  Works,  Bureau  of  Architecture 

Explanatory  document:  2008  Restroom  Bond  Program:  Contemporary  Design  (States  Street  Playground)  - 
Phase  3 presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  3 of  the  2008  Restroom  Bond  Program:  Contemporary 
Design  (States  Street  Playground). 


5.  Central  Subway  - Union  Square  Station  - Phase  3 

Action 

Approximately  30  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  dates:  5/11/09,  8/23/10,  3/21/11,  5/16/11,  6/20/11  and 

8/15/11 
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Jane  Wang,  Design  Oversight  Manager 
Robin  Chiang,  Project  Architect 

Aileen  Read,  Central  Subway  Design  Group,  Project  Manager 

Explanatory  document:  Central  Subway  - Union  Square  Station  - Phase  3 presentation 
Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  3 of  the  Central  Subway  - Union  Square  Station. 


6.  17th  & Folsom  Park  - Phase  1 

Action 

Approximately  30  minutes 

Mary  Hobson,  Recreation  and  Parks  Department,  Project  Manager 
John  Dennis,  Department  of  Public  Works,  Landscape  Architect 

Explanatory  document:  17th  & Folsom  Park  - Phase  1 presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  17th  & Folsom  Park. 


7.  Angelo  J.  Rossi  Playground  Restroom  Replacement  - Phase  1 

Action 

Approximately  30  minutes 

Mary  Hobson,  Recreation  and  Parks  Department,  Project  Manager 
Nelson  Szeto,  Department  of  Public  Works,  Architect 

Explanatory  document:  Angelo  J.  Rossi  Playground  Restroom  Replacement  - Phase  1 presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  Angelo  J.  Rossi  Playground  Restroom 
Replacement. 


8.  SFO  Terminal  3,  Boarding  Area  E Improvement  Project  - Phase  1 

Action 

Approximately  30  minutes 

JudI  Mosqueda,  SFIA  Design  and  Construction  Program  Manager  - Project  Overview 

Gary  Brandau,  Melissa  Mizell,  and  Geoff  Henry  with  Gensler  Architects  - Architectural  Design  Overview, 

Michael  Shanus  with  the  KPA  Group  - Architectural  Design  Overview 

Kabn  Schmidt,  Hensel  Phelps  Construction  Co.  - Construction  Overview 

Explanatory  document:  SFO  Terminal  3,  Boarding  Area  E Improvement  Project  - Phase  1 presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  SFO  Terminal  3,  Boarding  Area  E Improvement 
Project. 


9.  Mission  Dolores  Park  Rehabilitation  Project  - Phase  1 

Action 

Approximately  20  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  dates:  11/19/11  and  1/23/12 
Explanatory  document: 

Jacob  Gilchrist,  Project  Manager,  Recreation  and  Parks  Department 
Susan  Aitken,  Architect,  Hamilton  + Aitken  Architects 

Explanatory  document:  Mission  Dolores  Park  Rehabilitation  Project  - Phase  2 presentation 
Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  Mission  Dolores  Park  Rehabilitation  Project. 
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10.  New  Business 

(This  item  is  to  allow  Commissioners  to  introduce  new  agenda  items  for  consideration.) 


11.  Old  Business 

(This  item  is  to  allow  Commissioners  to  update  previous  agenda  items.) 


12.  Public  Comment 

(This  item  is  to  allow  members  of  the  public  to  comment  generally  on  matters  within  the  Committee’s 
purview  as  well  as  to  suggest  new  agenda  items  for  the  Committee’s  consideration.) 


13.  Adjournment 

vmk  2/2/2012 

Notices 

Notices 

Explanatory  documents  listed  above,  as  well  as  documents  created  or  distributed  after  the  posting  of  this  agenda  to 
the  Arts  Commission  will  be  available  for  public  inspection  and  copying  at  the  Arts  Commission  office,  25  Van  Ness 
Avenue,  Suite  345,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  during  regular  business  hours.  Info:  Vicky  Knoop  415-252-3214. 
PLEASE  NOTE:  The  Arts  Commission  often  receives  documents  created  or  submitted  by  other  City  officials, 
agencies  or  departments  after  the  posting  of  the  Arts  Commission  agenda.  For  such  documents  or  presentations, 
members  of  the  public  may  wish  to  contact  the  originating  agency  if  they  seek  documents  not  yet  provided  to  the 
Arts  Commission. 

Public  comment  in  regard  to  specific  items  will  be  taken  before  or  during  consideration  of  the  item. 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited  at  this 
meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  of  any  person(s)  responsible  for 
the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple 
chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be 
sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City  accommodate  these  individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to  participate  in 
the  meeting,  please  contact  Vicky  Knoop,  415-252-3214,  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting,  except  for  Monday 
meetings,  for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative  action  may  be 
required  by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  (San  Francisco  Campaign  and  Governmental  Conduct  Code 
sections  2.100-2.160)  to  register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance, 
please  contact  the  Ethics  Commission  at  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  telephone 
415/252-3100,  fax  415/252-3112  and  http://www.sfethics.0rg/ethics/2009/12/l0bbyist-0rdinance-2010.html. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 

Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decision  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions,  boards, 
councils  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people’s  business.  This  ordinance  assures 
that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people’s  review.  For 
more  information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  or  to  report  a violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact 
Frank  Darby  by  mail  to  Administrator,  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room  244. 
San  Francisco  CA  94102-4689;  by  phone  at  415-554  7724;  by  fax  at  415-554  7854;  or  by  email  at  sotf@sfgov.org 

Citizens  interested  in  obtaining  a free  copy  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  request  a copy  from  Mr.  Darby  or  by 
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printing  Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  on  the  Internet,  http://www.sfgov.org/sunshine/ 
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Civic  Design  Review  Committee  - March  1 9,  201 2 

Due  to  technical  difficulty,  an  audio  recording  of  this  meeting  is  not  available  online. 


CIVIC  DESIGN  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 
Monday,  March  19,  2012 

3:00  p.m. 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  330A 


GOVERNMENT 
DOCUMENTS  Df 


MAR  2 2 20' 


Minutes 


SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


Commissioners  present:  Cass  Calder  Smith,  Mark  Breitenberg,  Leo  Chow,  Kimberlee  Stryker 
Commissioners  absent:  Dorka  Keehn 
Staff  present:  Tom  DeCaigny,  Vicky  Knoop 

Call  to  order:  3:00  p.m. 


1 . Staff  Report 

Vicky  Knoop,  Program  Manager,  San  Francisco  Arts  Commission  gave  a brief  report  on  the  current  projects  of 
the  Civic  Design  Review  program. 


2.  San  Francisco  County  Jail  3 Replacement:  Guard  Station  and  Bus  Stop  - Phase  3 

Stephen  Kay,  Architect,  Department  of  Public  Works,  gave  an  overview  of  the  history  of  the  project  and 
the  previous  comments  by  the  Committee.  He  explained  that  since  Phase  2 review,  additional  parking  and 
landscaping  has  been  added. 

Commissioner  Stryker  asked  if  the  direction  of  the  parking  could  be  flipped  to  reduce  the  amount  of 
paving  and  increase  the  natural  landscape. 

Commissioner  Chow  agreed  that  he  would  also  prefer  to  minimize  the  amount  of  paving. 

Commissioner  Smith  opened  the  floor  to  public  comment.  There  was  none. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  3 of  the  San  Francisco  County  Jail  3 Replacement:  Guard  Station  and 
Bus  Stop:  Commissioner  Smith 

In  favor:  Commissioner  Smith,  Commissioner  Breitenberg  and  Commissioner  Chow 


v>?/?nift  in  ns  am 
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Opposed:  Commissioner  Stryker 


3.  2008  Restroom  Bond  Program:  Contemporary  Design  (States  Street  Playground)  - Phase  3 

Marvin  Yee,  Recreation  and  Parks  Department  Project  Manager  presented  the  construction  documents 
and  gave  an  overview  of  the  comments  from  the  last  review.  Previously,  the  restrooms  were  presented  at 
three  sites,  but  the  project  team  is  currently  requesting  review  for  only  the  States  Street  Playground. 
Commissioner  Breitenberg  asked  about  the  color  of  the  building 

Tony  Leung,  Department  of  Public  Works,  Bureau  of  Architecture  explained  that  the  rendering  has  a 
darker  grey  than  the  concrete  will  be. 

Commissioner  Smith  opened  the  floor  to  public  comment.  There  was  none. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  3 of  the  2008  Restroom  Bond  Program:  Contemporary  Design  (States 
Street  Playground):  Commissioner  Smith 
Vote:  Unanimously  approved 


4.  Central  Subway  - Union  Square  Station  - Phase  3 

Robin  Chiang,  Project  Architect,  presented  the  minor  changes  since  Phase  2 review  including  the  addition 
of  the  station  name  to  the  side  of  the  building.  Additionally,  the  stairway  was  moved  because  of  existing 
planters  and  ramps.  He  also  pointed  out  the  new  locations  for  public  art  and  noted  that  the  elevator 
planned  for  Market  Street  has  been  removed  from  the  design. 

He  presented  a view  of  the  concourse  level  which  incorporates  all  of  the  artwork,  signage,  way  finding 
and  other  elements.  He  explained  that  the  sloped  ceiling  is  now  a stepped  ceiling. 

Jen  Loworn,  Project  Manager,  Arts  Commission,  explained  the  location  and  path  for  the  artwork  on  the 
platform  level  of  the  station. 

Commissioner  Chow  asked  if  the  artist  and  and  Visual  Arts  Committee  had  seen  the  renderings  of  the 
artwork  on  the  concourse  level. 

Mr.  Chiang  responded  that  they  had  been  sent  to  the  artist. 

Commissioner  Smith  expressed  concern  that  the  planting  would  not  cover  the  entire  front  wall  of  the 
above  ground  station. 

Commissioner  Stryker  asked  for  more  detailed  landscape  drawings  in  the  construction  documents  to 
answer  questions  regarding  maintenance,  drainage,  soil  level,  irrigation  and  other  concerns.  She  said  that 
they  should  add  additional  planters  to  the  green  wall  on  the  front  of  the  station  to  ensure  full  coverage. 
She  also  expressed  concern  about  the  lack  of  sufficient  lighting  of  the  station,  sign  and  glass  deck. 
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Commissioner  Smith  opened  the  floor  to  public  comment,  and  there  was  none. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  3 of  the  Central  Subway  Union  Square  Market  Street  Station  with  the 
condition  that  the  lighting  and  landscaping  for  the  Union  Square  head  house  are  revised: 
Commissioner  Smith 
Vote:  Unanimously  approved 


5. 17th  & Folsom  Park  - Phase  1 

Mary  Hobson,  Recreation  and  Parks  Department,  Project  Manager,  introduced  the  project  and  explained 
that  an  existing  parking  lot  will  be  turned  into  a park  and  affordable  housing.  The  housing  section  has  been 
put  on  hold,  but  the  park  is  moving  forward  with  grant  funding. 

Andrea  Alfonso,  DPW  Landscape  Architect,  gave  an  overview  of  the  extensive  community  outreach 
process.  The  design  takes  into  account  the  noise  level  in  the  area  and  creates  a flexible  hardscape  space 
near  the  ODC  Dance  Center  for  possible  performances  or  classes.  The  design  team  created  three 
concept  plans  based  on  community  input  which  were  then  voted  on  by  the  community.  The  plan  presented 
today  was  the  favored  design.  The  overall  concept  is  to  commemorate  Mission  Creek.  Ms.  Alfonso 
presented  the  plan  development  and  programming  areas. 

Commissioner  Stryker  commented  favorably  on  the  project  and  suggested  expanding  the  urban  wildlife 
area  to  include  hedge  rows  for  habitat  and  putting  water  in  high  places  to  attract  birds. 

Commissioner  Miguel  asked  about  restrooms  on  site  and  if  there  would  be  a dog  area.  He  also 
commented  that  there  will  need  to  be  raised  beds  in  the  community  garden  for  ADA  accessibility. 

Ms.  Hobson  replied  that  they  are  looking  at  options  for  restrooms  and  the  entire  park  will  be  a leashed 
area. 

Mr.  DeCaigny  commented  that  Rhythm  and  Motion  would  be  a good  partner  for  the  activation  of  the 
space. 

Commissioner  Smith  asked  about  the  garden  sheds  and  greenhouse  and  recommended  combining  the 
two  sheds  into  one  structure. 

Ms.  Hobson  replied  that  one  shed  would  be  for  the  community  garden  and  the  other  would  be  used  for 
Recreation  and  Parks  Department  staff. 

Commissioner  Chow  commented  that  the  siting  of  the  play  area  should  buffer  the  children’s  area  from  the 
street  noise.  He  noted  that  they  should  consider  sun  orientation  for  the  performance  space. 

Commissioner  Stryker  suggested  berming  the  noisy  side  of  the  park  and  the  amphitheater. 


Commissioner  Chow  commented  that  there  are  opportunities  for  additional  ties  to  Mission  Creek. 
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The  Commissioners  agreed  that  the  park  is  heading  in  the  right  direction  but  would  need  further 
development  of  the  park  and  buildings  for  a Phase  1 approval. 

6.  Angelo  J.  Rossi  Playground  Restroom  Replacement  - Phase  1 

Mary  Hobson,  Recreation  and  Parks  Department,  Project  Manager  introduced  the  project  and  explained 
that  this  is  one  of  many  projects  that  are  part  of  the  2008  Park  Bond.  She  presented  the  project  budget 
and  said  that  they  would  like  to  fast  track  the  approval  process  by  using  a previously  approved  restroom 
design. 

Tony  Leung,  Architect,  DPW  gave  a brief  overview  of  the  restroom  design  which  conforms  to  a previously 
approved  Spanish  style  building. 

Jasmine  Kaw,  Landscape  Architect,  DPW  explained  that  the  location  of  the  restroom  is  at  a slightly  higher 
elevation  than  the  existing  structure  for  drainage  and  accessibility.  The  existing  chain  link  fencing  will  be 
replaced  with  an  iron  picket  fence  that  is  locked  at  night.  There  will  be  additional  planters,  trees,  ground 
cover  and  shrubs.  The  midblock  crossing  will  have  raised  asphalt  paving  to  connect  it  to  the  park  across 
the  street. 

Commissioner  Chow  asked  about  locating  the  restroom  with  the  main  body  of  the  park. 

Ms.  Hobson  replied  that  there  was  strong  community  input  to  keep  the  building  in  it’s  existing  location  as 
to  not  impact  other  areas  of  the  park. 

Commissioner  Chow  commented  that  there  isn’t  a need  to  hide  the  building  with  planting. 

Commissioner  Smith  opened  the  floor  to  public  comment.  There  was  none. 

Motion  to  approve  Angelo  J.  Rossi  Playground  Restroom  Replacement  - Phase  1 : Commissioner 
Smith 

Vote:  Unanimously  approved 


7.  SFO  Terminal  3,  Boarding  Area  E Improvement  Project  - Phase  1 

Judi  Mosqueda,  SFIA  Design  and  Construction  Program  Manager,  gave  an  overview  of  the  San  Francisco 
Airport  buildings  and  explained  that  after  Terminal  2 opened,  the  redesign  of  Boarding  Area  E was  asked 
to  fit  a higher  standard. 

Gary  Brandau  and  Geoff  Henry,  Gensler  Architects,  explained  that  it  is  a LEED  Gold  project  and 
presented  images  of  the  existing  boarding  area.  He  explained  that  they  are  treating  the  building  like  a 
pavilion  by  opening  the  space  and  remove  columns.  The  views  from  the  exterior  are  that  of  a series  of 
frames  for  each  of  the  boarding  areas. 

Commissioner  Breitenberg  commented  that  the  detailing  is  very  important  including  the  signage  and 
restrooms. 


Ms.  Mosqueda  commented  that  this  terminal  should  also  have  a distinct  look  from  Terminal  2,  but  still 
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have  many  of  the  great  elements  of  that  terminal. 

Commissioner  Chow  asked  for  additional  interior  drawings  for  Phase  2. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  SFO  Terminal  3,  Boarding  Area  E Improvement  Project: 

Commissioner  Chow 

Vote:  Unanimously  approved 


8.  Mission  Dolores  Park  Rehabilitation  Project  - Phase  2 

Jacob  Gilchrist,  Project  Manager,  Recreation  and  Parks  Department  introduced  the  project  and  the 
design  team. 

Aditya  Avani,  Landscape  Architect,  presented  the  historic  context  of  the  park  including  photographs  and 
existing  details.  The  paving  patterns  will  be  used  to  demarcate  the  off  leash  dog  areas.  Additional  trees 
will  be  added  that  are  similar  to  the  existing  palette  of  trees  and  express  the  warm  micro-climate  of  the 
area  through  bright  colors  and  semi  tropical  plants. 

Susan  Aitken,  Architect,  Hamilton  + Aitken  Architects  explained  the  changes  to  the  buildings  since  the  last 
review.  On  the  south  restroom,  the  retaining  wall  has  been  pulled  back  to  increase  the  amount  of  natural 
light  inside  of  the  facility,  and  bougainvillea  will  be  the  primary  planting  around  the  restroom.  The  north 
restroom  will  have  a standing  seam  metal  roof  has  replaced  the  green  roof  due  to  maintenance  concerns. 
She  explained  that  the  wall  planting  will  be  a star  jasmine.  The  primary  materials  will  be  metal,  porcelain 
tile,  and  planting.  She  explained  that  the  maintenance  building  is  essentially  unchanged. 

Commissioner  Breitenberg  asked  about  the  fencing  around  the  tennis  courts. 

Mr.  Avani  replied  that  it  will  be  the  same  material,  but  may  be  vinyl  coated. 

Commissioner  Stryker  commented  that  the  bougainvillea  on  the  restroom  may  be  too  bright  and  a more 
neutral  color  would  help  the  building  fit  into  the  landscape  of  the  park. 

Mr.  Avani  responded  that  they  would  like  something  with  a thorn  to  discourage  climbing. 

Commissioner  Stryker  commented  that  the  light  well  pulls  the  restroom  to  far  forward  and  asked  why  they 
didn’t  use  a skylight  or  light  well  to  add  light  to  the  restrooms. 

Ms.  Aitken  responded  that  there  were  vandalism  concerns  with  those  options. 

The  commissioners  expressed  concern  with  the  changes  to  the  south  restroom  and  strongly 
recommended  letting  the  topography  of  the  park  inform  the  design  of  the  building.  They  agreed  that  the 
direction  of  the  original  restroom  presented  in  Phase  1 was  favorable  to  the  new  design. 

Commissioner  Smith  expressed  concern  about  the  proportions  of  the  grating  on  the  restrooms  and  asked 
that  the  grates  line  up  with  the  lines  of  the  doors. 
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Commissioner  Chow  commented  that  the  selected  street  furnishings  should  be  consistent  as  historicist  or 
modern. 


9.  Public  Comment 

There  was  no  general  public  comment. 

10  New  Business 

There  was  no  new  business. 

11 . Old  Business 

There  was  no  old  business. 

12.  Adjournment:  6:45  p.m. 
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San  Francisco  Arts  Commission 
CIVIC  DESIGN  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 

Monday,  April  16,  2012 

3:00  p.m. 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  70 

Agenda 

1.  Roll  Call 


2.  Staff  Report 

Discussion 

Approximately  5 minutes 

Current  developments  and  announcements. 


3.  Third  Street  Light  Rail  Project  - 4th  and  Brannan  Station  Platform 

Action 

Approximately  15  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  dates:  5/11/09, 10/17/11 
Chuck  Morganson,  Project  Manager,  HNTB 
Albert  Hoe,  SFMTA 

Explanatory  document:  4th  and  Brannan  Station  Platform  - Phase  3 Presentation 
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Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  3 of  the  Third  Street  Light  Rail  Project  - 4th  and  Brannan 
Station  Platform. 


4.  Kimbell  Playground  Renovation  - Informational  Presentation 

Discussion 

Approximately  20  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  dates:  1/23/12 
Dan  Mauer,  Project  Manager,  Recreation  and  Parks  Department 
Rommel  Taylor,  Architect,  DPW 
Edward  Chin,  Landscape  Architect,  DPW 

Explanatory  document:Kimbell  Playground  Renovation  - Informational  Presentation 


5.  17th  & Folsom  Park  - Phase  1 

Action 

Approximately  20  minutes 

Mary  Hobson,  Recreation  and  Parks  Department,  Project  Manager 
John  Dennis,  Department  of  Public  Works,  Landscape  Architect 

Explanatory  document:i7th  & Folsom  Park  - Phase  1 Presentation 
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Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  i of  the  17th  & Folsom  Park. 


6.  New  Business 

(This  item  is  to  allow  Commissioners  to  introduce  new  agenda  items  for  consideration.) 


7.  Old  Business 

(This  item  is  to  allow  Commissioners  to  update  previous  agenda  items.) 


8.  Public  Comment 

(This  item  is  to  allow  members  of  the  public  to  comment  generally  on  matters  within  the  Committee’s 
purview  as  well  as  to  suggest  new  agenda  items  for  the  Committee’s  consideration.) 


9.  Adjournment 

vmk  4/11/2012 

Notices 

Notices 

Explanatory  documents  listed  above,  as  well  as  documents  created  or  distributed  after  the  posting  of  this  agenda  to 
the  Arts  Commission  will  be  available  for  public  inspection  and  copying  at  the  Arts  Commission  office,  25  Van  Ness 
Avenue,  Suite  345,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  during  regular  business  hours.  Info:  Vicky  Knoop  415-252-3214. 
PLEASE  NOTE:  The  Arts  Commission  often  receives  documents  created  or  submitted  by  other  City  officials, 
agencies  or  departments  after  the  posting  of  the  Arts  Commission  agenda.  For  such  documents  or  presentations, 
members  of  the  public  may  wish  to  contact  the  originating  agency  if  they  seek  documents  not  yet  provided  to  the 
Arts  Commission. 

Public  comment  in  regard  to  specific  items  will  be  taken  before  or  during  consideration  of  the  item. 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited  at  this 
meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  of  any  person(s)  responsible  for 
the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple 
chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be 
sensitive  to  various  chemical -based  products.  Please  help  the  City  accommodate  these  individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability- related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to  participate  in 
the  meeting,  please  contact  Vicky  Knoop,  415-252-3214,  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting,  except  for  Monday 
meetings,  for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative  action  may  be 
required  by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  (San  Francisco  Campaign  and  Governmental  Conduct  Code 
sections  2.100-2.160)  to  register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance, 
please  contact  the  Ethics  Commission  at  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  telephone 
415/252-3100,  fax  415/252-3112  and  http://www.sfethics.0rg/ethics/2009/12/l0bbyist-0rdinance-2010.html. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 

Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decision  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions,  boards, 
councils  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people’s  business.  This  ordinance  assures 
that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people’s  review.  For 
more  information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  or  to  report  a violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact 
Frank  Darby  by  mail  to  Administrator,  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room  244, 
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San  Francisco  CA  94102-4689;  by  phone  at  415-554  77 24;  by  fax  at  415-554  7854;  or  by  email  at  sotf@sfgov.org 

Citizens  interested  in  obtaining  a free  copy  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  request  a copy  from  Mr.  Darby  or  by 
printing  Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  on  the  Internet,  http://www.sfgov.org/sunshine/ 
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Notice  of  Meeting  Cancellation 
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The  regular  meeting  of  the  Civic  Design  Review  Committee  of  the  San  FranciscoArts  Commission  scheduled  for 
Monday,  April  16,  2012,  has  beencancelled. 


Explanatory  documents  listed  above,  as  well  as  documents  created  ordistributed  after  the  posting  of  this  agenda  to 
the  Arts  Commission  willbe  available  for  public  inspection  and  copying  at  the  Arts  Commissionoffice,  25  Van  Ness 
Avenue,  Suite  345,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  duringregular  business  hours.  Info:  Vicky  Knoop  415-252-3214. 
PLEASE  NOTE:The  Arts  Commission  often  receives  documents  created  or  submitted  byother  City  officials,  agencies 
or  departments  after  the  posting  of  theArts  Commission  agenda.  For  such  documents  or  presentations,  members 
ofthe  public  may  wish  to  contact  the  originating  agency  if  they  seekdocuments  not  yet  provided  to  the  Arts 
Commission. 

Public  comment  in  regard  to  specific  items  will  be  taken  before  or  during  consideration  of  the  item. 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similarsound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited  at  this 
meeting. Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meetingof  any  person(s)  responsible  for  the 
ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone, pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severeallergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple 
chemical  sensitivity,  orrelated  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  thatother  attendees  may  be 
sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products. Please  help  the  City  accommodate  these  individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  includingauxiliary  aids  or  services,  to  participate  in  the 
meeting,  pleasecontact  Vicky  Knoop,  41 5-252-3214,  at  least  48  hours  before  themeeting,  except  for  Monday 
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meetings,  for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.the  previous  Friday. 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  locallegislative  or  administrative  action  may  be  required 
by  the  SanFrancisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  (San  Francisco  Campaign  and  GovernmentalConduct  Code  sections 
2.100-2.160)  to  register  and  report  lobbyingactivity.  For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance, 
pleasecontact  the  Ethics  Commission  at  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  SanFrancisco,  CA  941 02,  telephone 
415/252-3100,  fax  415/252-3112  and  http://www.sfethics.org/ethics/2009/12/lobbyist-ordinance-2010.html. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 

Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decision  in  fullview  of  the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils 
and  other  agencies  ofthe  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people’s  business.  Thisordinance  assures  that 
deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  andthat  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people’s  review.  For 
moreinformation  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  or  to  report  aviolation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  Frank 
Darby  by  mail  toAdministrator,  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  GoodlettPlace,  Room  244,  San 
Francisco  CA  941 02-4689;  by  phone  at  41 5-554  7724;by  fax  at  41 5-554  7854;  or  by  email  at  sotf@sfgov.org. 

Citizens  interested  in  obtaining  a free  copy  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinancecan  request  a copy  from  Mr.  Darby  or  by  printing 
Chapter  67  of  the  SanFrancisco  Administrative  Code  on  the  Internet,  http://www.sfgov.org/sunshine/ 
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April  23,  2012 


San  Francisco  Arts  Commission 
CIVIC  DESIGN  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 

Monday,  April  23,  2012 

4:30  p.m. 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  330A 

Agenda 

1.  Roll  Call 


70-  ? 
I 


2.  Staff  Report 

Discussion 

Approximately  5 minutes 

Current  developments  and  announcements. 


3.  Third  Street  Light  Rail  Project  - 4th  and  Brannan  Station  Platform 

Action 

Approximately  15  minutes 

This  project  as  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  dates:  5/11/09, 10/17/11 

Robin  Chiang,  Architect 

Chuck  Morganson,  Project  Manager,  HNTB 

Albert  Hoe,  SFMTA 

Explanatory  document:  4th  and  Brannan  Station  Platform  - Phase  3 Presentation 


GOVERNMENT 
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Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  3 of  the  Third  Street  Liht  Rail  project  - 4th  and 
Brannan  Station  Platform. 


4.  Kimbell  Playground  Renovation  - Informational  Presentation  to  address  conditions 
from  Phase  1 approval 

Discussion 

Approximately  20  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  dates:  1/23/12 
Dan  Mauer,  Project  Manager,  Recreation  and  Parks  Department 
Rommel  Taylor,  Project  Designer,  DPW 
Edward  Chin,  Landscape  Architect,  DPW 

Explanatory  document:  Kimbell  Playground  Renovation  - Informational  Presentation 


5.  17th  & Folsom  Park  - Phase  1 

Action 
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Approximately  20  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  dates:  3/19/12 
Mary  Hobson,  Recreation  and  Parks  Department,  Project  Manager 
John  Dennis,  Department  of  Public  Works,  Landscape  Architect 

Explanatory  document:  17th  & Folsom  Park  - Phase  1 Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  17th  & Folsom  Park. 


6.  Now  Business 

(This  item  is  to  allow  Commissioners  to  introduce  new  agenda  items  for  consideration.) 


7.  Old  Business 

(This  item  is  to  allow  Commissioners  to  update  previous  agenda  items.) 


8.  Public  Comment 

(This  item  is  to  allow  members  of  the  public  to  comment  generally  on  matters  within  the 
Committee’s  purview  as  well  as  to  suggest  new  agenda  items  for  the  Committee’s  consideration.) 


9.  Adjournment 

vxnk  4/19/2012 

Notices 

Notices 

Explanatory  documents  listed  above,  as  well  as  documents  created  or  distributed  after  the  posting  of  this 
agenda  to  the  Arts  Commission  will  be  available  for  public  inspection  and  copying  at  the  Arts  Commission 
office,  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  345,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  during  regular  business  hours.  Info:  Vicky 
Knoop  415-252-3214.  PLEASE  NOTE:  The  Arts  Commission  often  receives  documents  created  or 
submitted  by  other  City  officials,  agencies  or  departments  after  the  posting  of  the  Arts  Commission  agenda. 
For  such  documents  or  presentations,  members  of  the  public  may  wish  to  contact  the  originating  agency  if 
they  seek  documents  not  yet  provided  to  the  Arts  Commission. 

Public  comment  in  regard  to  specific  items  will  be  taken  before  or  during  consideration  of  the  item. 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited 
at  this  meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  of  any  person(s) 
responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic 
devices. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses, 
multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other 
attendees  maybe  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City  accommodate  these 
individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability- related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to 
participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Vicky  Knoop,  415-252-3214,  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting, 
except  for  Monday  meetings,  for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 
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Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative  action  may 
be  required  by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  (San  Francisco  Campaign  and  Governmental  Conduct 
Code  sections  2.100-2.160)  to  register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the 
Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact  the  Ethics  Commission  at  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San 
Francisco,  CA  94102,  telephone  415/252-3100,  fax  415/252-3112  and  http://www.sfethics.org/ethics 
/2009/i2/lobbyist-ordinance-20io.html. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 

Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decision  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions, 
boards,  councils  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people’s  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to 
the  people’s  review.  For  more  information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  or  to  report  a 
violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  Frank  Darby  by  mail  to  Administrator,  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  1 
Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room  244,  San  Francisco  CA  94102-4689;  by  phone  at  415-554  7724;  by  fax 
at  415-554  7854;  or  by  email  at  sotf@sfgov.org 

Citizens  interested  in  obtaining  a free  copy  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  request  a copy  from  Mr.  Darby  or 
by  printing  Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  on  the  Internet,  http://www.sfgov.org 
/sunshine/ 
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April  23,  2012 

Civic  Design  Review  Committee  - April  23,  2012 

An  audio  recording  of  this  meeting  is  available  online  at  the  following  address:  http  J/www.sfgov3.org/index.aspx?page=3420 


CIVIC  DESIGN  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 
Monday,  April  23,  2012 

4:30  p.m. 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  330 A 


Minutes 

Commissioners  present:  Leo  Chow,  Dorka  Keehn,  Kimberlee  Stryker 
Commissioners  absent:  Mark  Breitenberg,  Cass  Calder  Smith, 

Staff  present:  Tom  DeCaigny,  Vicky  Knoop 

Call  to  order:  4:40  p.m. 


GOVERNMENT 
DOCUMENTS  DEPT 

MAR  2 2 2016 

SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


1 . Third  Street  Light  Rail  Project:  4th  and  Brannan  Station  Platform  - Phase  3 

Robin  Chiang,  Project  Architect,  presented  the  revisions  to  the  design  since  Phase  2 review  including 
improved  light  fixtures  and  removal  of  a panel  at  the  end  of  the  canopy  structure.  Additionally,  the  artwork 
has  been  pulled  away  from  the  canopy  and  lighting  for  the  artwork  has  been  added. 

Commissioner  Chow  opened  the  floor  to  public  comment.  There  was  none. 


Motion  to  approve  Phase  3 of  the  Third  Street  Light  Rail  Project  - 4th  and  Brannan  Station 
Platform:  Commissioner  Stryker 
Vote:  Unanimously  approved 


2.  Kimbell  Playground  Renovation  - Informational  Presentation  to  address  conditions  from  Phase  1 
approval 

Dan  Mauer,  Project  Manager,  Recreation  and  Parks  Department  introduced  the  project  and  explained  that 
the  park  was  previously  approved  for  Phase  1 with  the  condition  of  creating  a contemporary  restroom 
design. 

Tara  Lamont,  Department  of  Public  Works  explained  that  the  park  has  a very  tight  timeline  and  budget 
and  will  need  to  use  a prefabricated  structure.  Four  designs  were  presented  to  the  community  and  this 
design  uses  features  that  the  community  favored.  The  concept  of  the  restroom  is  to  light  the  corner  as  a 
beacon  and  deter  elicit  activities. 
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Commissioner  Chow  opened  the  floor  to  public  comment. 

Nancy  Miller,  a member  of  the  community  group  Friends  of  Kimbell  Park,  explained  that  they  have  been 
working  with  the  design  team  and  look  forward  to  this  project  moving  forward. 

Commissioner  Chow  closed  the  floor  to  public  comment. 

The  Commissioners  spoke  favorably  about  the  design. 

Commissioner  Chow  urged  the  design  team  to  use  wood  for  the  brown  roof  portion  of  the  building.  He 
also  suggested  using  motion-detecting  lighting  and  natural  rock  for  the  play  area. 

Mr.  Mauer  explained  that  there  are  safety  and  liability  concerns  with  natural  rock  as  well  as  maintenance 
issues.  There  will  be  stone  used  around  the  perimeter  and  as  part  of  the  landscaping. 

Mr.  Mauer  asked  if  the  Committee  was  in  favor  of  the  color. 

Commissioner  Chow  said  that  yes,  a bright,  happy  color  is  the  right  direction. 

The  Commissioners  agreed  that  the  conditions  from  Phase  1 had  been  met,  and  the  landscape  and 
building  should  come  before  the  Committee  for  Phase  2 review. 


3. 17th  & Folsom  Park  - Phase  1 

Mary  Hobson,  Recreation  and  Parks  Department,  Project  Manager  introduced  the  project  and  gave  background 
of  the  extensive  community  process. 

John  Dennis,  Landscape  Architect,  DPW,  explained  that  the  lot  for  the  proposed  park  is  slated  to  include  housing,  but 
the  timeline  and  feasibility  of  that  portion  of  the  project  are  uncertain.  The  three  main  features  that  were  most  important 
to  the  Community  are  a community  garden,  water  feature  and  gathering  space.  He  added  that  the  grant  funding  is  tied 
to  a design  that  was  previously  submitted  and  program  elements  can  not  be  greatly  adjusted.  The  fence  is  a 
requirement  of  the  grant  funding  and  the  client,  the  Recreation  and  Parks  department. 

Commissioner  Chow  opened  the  floor  to  public  comment. 

Miguel  Molina,  PODER  (People  Organizing  to  Demand  Environmental  & Economic  Rights),  expressed  concern  about 
reducing  the  garden  space  and  supported  a new  entry  at  the  corner. 

David  Baker,  a neighbor  of  the  park,  expressed  concern  about  fencing  the  park  and  it's  impact  on  the  neighborhood. 
He  also  expressed  concern  about  the  location  of  the  entries  and  providing  enough  seating. 


Oscar  M.  Grande,  PODER,  a community  organizer,  explained  that  the  community  process  has  been  extensive  and 
changes  to  the  park  should  be  vetted  through  the  community. 
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Teresa  Almaguer,  PODER,  commented  that  the  Alone  and  Mayan  history  of  the  neighborhood  should  be  reflected  in 
the  park  design. 

Alicia  Briceno,  PODER,  encouraged  planting  that  supports  the  community  with  gardens  and  fruit  trees.  She  also 
commented  that  the  neighborhood  is  negatively  affected  by  environmental  justice  issues.  (Translated  by  Robert 
Marosi) 

Edgar  Molina,  PODER,  commented  that  they  should  not  sacrifice  garden  space  to  create  an  entry  for  the  future 
housing.  He  also  suggested  expanding  the  garden  by  removing  the  parking  spaces  in  the  service  lot. 

Robert  Marosi,  PODER  and  a local  school  teacher,  expressed  concern  about  the  fencing  and  that  there  are  no 
restrooms  planned  for  the  park.  He  added  that  it  would  be  difficult  to  take  his  students  to  the  park  without  restrooms. 

He  added  that  he  is  happy  to  see  a design  that  takes  education  and  gardening  into  account. 

Commissioner  Chow  closed  the  floor  to  public  comment. 

Commissioner  Keehn  commented  that  there  should  be  more  seating,  the  fence  should  be  less  impactful  and  is  in 
favor  of  the  water  feature. 

Ms.  Hobson  responded  that  there  are  successful  parks  in  the  neighborhood  that  have  tall  fences. 

Commissioner  Stryker  said  that  a restroom  would  benefit  the  park.  She  also  commented  that  the  fence  should  be  less 
intrusive  and  recommended  a berm  on  the  Folsom  side  to  mitigate  the  fence  height.  The  comers  of  the  park  should 
be  open  with  seating  areas.  She  recommended  using  Ohlone  plants  to  connect  the  park  to  the  history  and  culture  of 
the  neighborhood  and  as  an  educational  tool.  She  said  that  the  design  team  should  look  to  solutions  that  address 
several  issues  at  once. 

Commissioner  Miguel  commented  that  the  concentric  circular  paving  design  could  be  a place  for  possible  integration 
of  the  Ohlone  and  Mayan  iconography.  He  also  expressed  concern  that  the  park  was  walling  off  the  community  with 
planting  and  fencing. 

Commissioner  Chow  thanked  the  community  for  coming  to  the  meeting.  He  commented  that  the  overall  stance  of  the 
park  is  very  insular  and  that  the  planting  should  not  act  as  a wall  around  the  park.  He  also  noted  that  the  shade  structure 
should  be  rotated  to  open  the  1 8th  Street  entry  and  turn  it’s  back  to  the  service  area.  He  agreed  that  there  should  be 
more  more  entry  points  to  the  park  and  plaza  spaces  at  those  entries.  He  suggested  large  rolling  gates  and  to  open 
the  park  to  the  community.  Commissioner  Chow  commented  that  it  seems  like  a pastoral  English  park  and  suggested 
the  design  team  look  to  other  open  space  and  landscape  traditions.  He  added  that  the  service  area  should  be 
reduced. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  17th  and  Folsom  Playground  contingent  upon  moving  the  shade 
structure,  reducing  the  service  area,  exploring  additional  entry  ways,  lowering  the  fencing,  opening  visual 
permeability  from  the  street,  and  using  native  plants  that  relate  to  the  history  of  Mission  Creek: 
Commissioner  Keehn 
Vote:  Unanimously  approved 
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1 .  Public  Comment 

There  was  no  general  public  comment. 


2.  New  Business 

There  was  no  new  business. 


3.  Old  Business 

There  was  no  old  business. 

4.  Adjournment:  6:05  p.m. 
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May  21,  2012 


San  Francisco  Arts  Commission 
CIVIC  DESIGN  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 


Monday,  May  21,  2012 

3:00  p.m. 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  330A 


Agenda 


1.  Roll  Call 


2.  Staff  Report 

Discussion 

Approximately  5 minutes 

Current  developments  and  announcements. 


0-5 


3.  Central  Subway  - Moscone  Station:  Phase  3 


Action 

Approximately  20  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  dates:  5/11/09,  8/23/10,  2/14/11,  and  3/21/11 

Michael  Willis,  Principal  MWA 

H.  Quon  Chin,  Design  Oversight  Manager 

Aileen  Read,  Central  Subway  Design  Group  Project  Manager 

Explanatory  document:  Central  Subway  Moscone  Station  - Phase  3 Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  3 of  the  Central  Subway  - Moscone  Station. 


4.  Bayview  Opera  House  - ADA  and  Plaza  Improvements:  Phase  1 and  2 

Action 

Approximately  20  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  dates:  12/15/08,  2/24/09,  and  1/11/10 
Judy  Nemzoff,  Community  Arts  and  Education  Program  Director,  San  Francisco  Arts  Commission 
Amy  Eliot,  Tom  Eliot  Fisch,  Architect 
Walter  Hood,  Hood  Design,  Landscape  Architect 

Explanatory  document:  Bayview  Opera  House  - Phase  1 and  2 Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  1 and  2 of  the  Bayview  Opera  House  - ADA  and 
Plaza  Improvements. 


5.  San  Francisco  Public  Safety  Building:  Phase  3 
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Action 

Approximately  15  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  dates:  1/10/11  and  6/20/11 

Charles  A.  Higueras,  FAIA  Program  Manager,  Earthquake  Safety  & Emergency  Response  Bond 

Samuel  Chui,  Project  Manager,  DPW 

Explanatory  document:  Public  Safety  Building  - Phase  3 Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  3 of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Safety  Building 

6.  Sunol  Yard  Improvements:  Informational  Presentation 

Discussion 

Approximately  20  minutes 

Bryan  Dessaure,  Project  Manager,  SFPUC 

Stanley  So,  project  Architect,  DPW  Building  Design  and  Construction 
Martha  Ketterer,  Landscape  Architect,  DPW  Building  Design  and  Construction 
Nick  Ancel,  Landscape  Architect,  DPW  Building  Design  and  Construction 

Explanatory  document:  Sunol  Yard  Improvements  - Informational  Presentation 

Discussion  of  the  conceptual  design  for  the  Sunol  Yard  Improvements. 

7.  SFMTA  Phelan  Loop  Operator  Restrooms  and  Sound  Wall:  Phase  2 

Action 

Approximately  20  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  dates:  11/21/11  and  2/13/12 
Ha  Nguyen,  SFMTA  Project  Manager 
John  Katz,  Transit  Planner,  SFMTA 

Tara  LaMont,  Interim  Manager,  DPW  Building  Design  and  Construction 
Rogerio  Bittencourt,  Architect,  DPW  Building  Design  and  Construction 

Explanatory  document:  Phelan  Loop  Restroom  and  Sound  Wall  - Phase  2 Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  2 of  SFMTA  Operator's  Restroom  and  Sound  Wall 
on  Phelan  Avenue. 

8.  SFMTA  Operator  Convenience  Facilities:  Phase  1 and  2 

Action 

Approximately  20  minutes 

Andrew  Howard,  Project  Manager,  SFMTA 

Explanatory  document:  SFMTA  Operator  Facilities  - Phase  1 and  2 Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  1 and  2 of  the  SFMTA  Operator  Convenience 
Facilities. 

9.  SFO  Terminal  3,  Boarding  Area  E Improvements  Project:  Phase  2 

Action 

Approximately  20  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  date:  3/19/12 

Judi  Mosqueda,  SFIA  Design  and  Construction  Program  Manager  - Project  Overview 

Gary  Brandau,  Melissa  Mizell,  and  Geoff  Henry  with  Gensler  Architects  - Architectural  Design 

Overview, 

Michael  Shanus  with  the  KPA  Group  - Architectural  Design  Overview 
Kabri  Schmidt,  Hensel  Phelps  Construction  Co.  - Construction  Overview 
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Explanatory  document:  SFO  Terminal  3 - Boarding  Area  E Improvements  - Phase  2 Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  2 of  the  Terminal  3,  Boarding  Area  E 
Improvements  Project. 

10.  Kimbell  Playground  Renovation:  Phase  2 

Action 

Approximately  20  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  dates:  1/23/12  and  4/23/12 
Dan  Mauer,  Project  Manager,  Recreation  and  Parks  Department 
Rommel  Taylor,  Project  Designer,  DPW 
Edward  Chin,  Landscape  Architect,  DPW 

Explanatory  document:  Kimbell  Playground  Renovation  - Phase  2 Presentation 
Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  2 of  Kimbell  Playground. 


11.  New  Business 

(This  item  is  to  allow  Commissioners  to  introduce  new  agenda  items  for  consideration.) 


12.  Old  Business 

(This  item  is  to  allow  Commissioners  to  update  previous  agenda  items.) 


13.  Public  Comment 

(This  item  is  to  allow  members  of  the  public  to  comment  generally  on  matters  within  the 
Committee’s  purview  as  well  as  to  suggest  new  agenda  items  for  the  Committee’s  consideration.) 


14.  Adjournment 

vmk  5/17/2012 

Notices 

Explanatory  documents  listed  above,  as  well  as  documents  created  or  distributed  after  the  posting  of  this 
agenda  to  the  Arts  Commission  will  be  available  for  public  inspection  and  copying  at  the  Arts  Commission 
office,  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  345,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  during  regular  business  hours.  Info:  Vicky 
Knoop  415=252-3214.  PLEASE  NOTE:  The  Arts  Commission  often  receives  documents  created  or 
submitted  by  other  City  officials,  agencies  or  departments  after  the  posting  of  the  Arts  Commission  agenda. 
For  such  documents  or  presentations,  members  of  the  public  may  wish  to  contact  the  originating  agency  if 
they  seek  documents  not  yet  provided  to  the  Arts  Commission. 

Public  comment  in  regard  to  specific  items  will  be  taken  before  or  during  consideration  of  the  item. 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited 
at  this  meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  of  any  person(s) 
responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic 
devices. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses, 
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multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other 
attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City  accommodate  these 
individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to 
participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Vicky  Knoop,  415-252-3214,  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting, 
except  for  Monday  meetings,  for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative  action  may 
be  required  by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  (San  Francisco  Campaign  and  Governmental  Conduct 
Code  sections  2.100-2.160)  to  register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the 
Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact  the  Ethics  Commission  at  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San 
Francisco,  CA  94102,  telephone  415/252-3100,  fax  415/252-3112  and  http://www.sfethics.org/ethics 
/2009/i2/lobbyist-ordinance~20io.html. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 

Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decision  in  frill  view  of  the  public.  Commissions, 
boards,  councils  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people’s  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to 
the  people’s  review.  For  more  information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  or  to  report  a 
violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  Frank  Darby  by  mail  to  Administrator,  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  1 
Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room  244,  San  Francisco  CA  94102-4689;  by  phone  at  415-554  7724;  by  fax 
at  415-554  7854;  or  by  email  at  sotf@sfgov.org 

Citizens  interested  in  obtaining  a free  copy  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  request  a copy  from  Mr.  Darby  or 
by  printing  Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  on  the  Internet,  http://www.sfgov.org 
/sunshine/ 
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May  21,  2012 

Civic  Design  Review  Committee  - May  21 , 2012 

An  audio  recording  of  this  meeting  is  available  online  at  the  following  address:  http  J/www.sfgov3.org/index.aspx?page=3420 


CIVIC  DESIGN  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 
Monday,  May  21,  2012 

3:00  p.m. 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  70 

Minutes 
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Commissioners  present:  Cass  Calder  Smith,  Mark  Breitenberg,  Leo  Chow,  Kimberlee  Stryker 
Commissioners  absent:  Dorka  Keehn 
Staff  present:  Tom  DeCaigny,  Vicky  Knoop 

Call  to  order:  3:00  p.m. 


1 . Staff  Report 

Discussion  of  changes  to  design  review  guidelines  for  Fiscal  Year  2012/201 3. 

2.  Central  Subway  - Yerba  Buena/Moscone  Station:  Phase  3 

Michael  Willis,  Principle  MWA,  gave  an  overview  of  the  project  and  explained  that  since  the  last  review, 
Yerba  Buena  had  been  added  to  the  station  name.  There  has  also  been  a change  to  the  transit  oriented 
design  slated  for  the  corner  of  3rd  and  Howard.  The  removal  of  which  will  bring  more  natural  light  into  the 
station  and  down  to  the  platform  level.  Additional  public  art  has  been  added  to  the  plaza  and  the  wall 
above  the  ticketing  area. 

Commissioner  Smith  commented  that  the  cantilevered  roof,  plinth  columns  and  utility  access  doors  should 
be  as  blended  as  possible. 


The  Commissioners  commented  that  a series  of  columns  supporting  the  glass  curtain  wall  would  read 
more  as  a system. 

Mr.  Willis  responded  that  there  will  be  four  columns,  but  only  two  are  shown  in  the  rendering. 


Commissioner  Stryker  asked  if  the  lighting  would  be  changed  when  the  public  art  is  in  place. 

Aileen  Read,  Central  Subway  Engineering,  commented  that  they  are  looking  into  recessed  lighting  for  the 
plaza  and  additional  lighting  for  the  artwork. 
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Commissioner  Smith  said  that  the  score  lines  for  the  glass  joints  should  align  with  the  concrete. 

Commissioner  Chow  commented  that  transportation  facilities  should  be  intuitive  and  the  design  team  show 
examine  the  elements  in  the  plaza  to  be  sure  paths  of  travel  are  clear.  He  added  that  the  the  freestanding 
elements  in  the  plaza  should  be  integrated  into  the  station  structures. 

The  Commissioners  also  made  a recommendation  for  the  Visual  Arts  Committee  to  consider  moving  the 
wall  mounted  artwork  closer  to  the  escalators  and  keep  in  mind  paths  of  travel  when  siting  the  plaza 
sculpture. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  3 of  the  Central  Subway  Yerba  Buena/Moscone  Station  with  the 
following  conditions:  present  the  plaza  design  to  the  committee  after  the  massing  and  location  of 
the  artwork  is  finalized,  align  all  glazing  and  panel  scorelines,  recess  the  plaza  lighting  into  the 
cantilevered  roof,  integrate  the  system  map  sign  into  the  glass  wall,  and  blend  the  utility  service 
doors  with  the  columns  as  much  as  possible:  Commissioner  Smith. 

Vote:  Unanimously  approved. 


3.  Bayview  Opera  House  - ADA  and  Plaza  Improvements:  Phase  1 and  2 

Judy  Nemzoff,  Arts  Commission  Program  Director  for  Community  Arts  and  Education,  explained  the  history  of 
the  project  and  introduced  the  project  team. 

Amy  Eliot,  Tom  Eliot  Fisch,  Architect,  presented  the  site  and  building  improvements  and  explained  that  the  new 
design  is  focused  on  accessibility,  openness  and  security.  There  will  be  new  ADA  restrooms  and  a lift  to 
provide  access  to  the  stage.  The  south  wall  has  extensive  water  proofing  issues  that  will  be  addressed. 

Walter  Hood,  Hood  Design,  Landscape  Architect,  gave  a brief  overview  of  the  history  of  the  neighborhood  and 
the  siting  of  the  Opera  House.  He  presented  the  site  design  which  includes  a commemorative  plaza,  outdoor 
stage  with  seating  and  new  landscape.  The  porch  will  be  connected  to  the  front  of  the  building  via  a new 
walkway  that  provides  level  access  around  the  building.  The  historic  bedrock  of  the  building  will  be  replicated 
under  the  walkway  with  a native  planting  palette  referencing  the  natural  history  of  the  neighborhood.  Trees  will 
be  removed  from  the  front  of  the  building  to  increase  visibility  and  security,  but  additional  street  trees  will  be 
planted  on  elsewhere  on  the  site. 

Commissioner  Stryker  commented  that  the  design  has  opened  the  building  to  the  street  and  connected  it  in  a 
way  that  can  help  transform  the  area. 

Commissioner  Smith  asked  about  the  the  number  of  handrails  on  the  front  stairs. 

Mr.  Hood  responded  that  there  is  only  one  on  the  front  stair. 

Commissioner  Chow  commented  that  the  walkway  piers  should  be  integrated  into  the  language  of  the  metal 
walkway.  He  also  commented  that  they  should  look  at  the  angle  of  the  walkway  and  consider  a more  parallel 
option. 
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Commissioner  Smith  opened  the  floor  to  public  comment. 

Vanessa  Dandridge,  Mayor’s  Office  of  Housing,  commented  that  the  grant  funds  are  vital  to  this  project  and 
need  to  be  used  quickly. 

Barbara  Ockle,  Bayview  Opera  House  Interim  Director,  commented  how  critical  the  ADA  improvements  are  so 
the  Opera  House  can  begin  to  serve  children  and  adults  with  disabilities. 

Commissioner  Smith  closed  the  floor  to  public  comment. 

The  Commissioners  agreed  that  the  design  is  headed  in  the  right  direction,  but  would  like  to  see  a more 
developed  design,  including  materials  samples,  before  approving  Phase  2. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  Bayview  Opera  House  - ADA  and  Plaza  Improvements: 
Commissioner  Chow. 

Vote:  Unanimously  approved. 


4.  San  Francisco  Public  Safety  Building:  Phase  3 

Laura  Blake,  Principal,  Mark  Cavagnero  Associates,  gave  an  overview  of  the  changes  and  developments 
since  last  review.  She  presented  the  site  plan  and  explained  that  new  artwork  will  be  installed  in  several 
locations.  The  frame  of  the  building  has  been  simplified  and  will  be  zinc.  Additionally,  lighting  has  been 
incorporated  into  the  plaza  without  adding  lampposts. 

Commissioner  Chow  commented  that  there  should  be  consideration  given  to  the  interior  window  shades 
and  how  that  affects  the  look  and  pattern  of  the  exterior.  Combined  with  the  overall  checkerboard  pattern 
of  fritted  glass,  the  overall  effect  may  become  too  busy. 

Commissioner  Stryker  expressed  concern  that  the  plaza  designed  by  Paul  Kos  was  not  brought  to  the 
Civic  Design  Committee  for  comment.  She  requested  that  all  landscape  projects  be  presented  to  the 
Committee  including  landscapes  and  plazas  designed  with  public  art  funds. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  3 of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Safety  Building:  Commissioner  Smith. 
Vote:  Unanimously  approved. 


5.  Sunol  Yard  Improvements:  Informational  Presentation 

Bryan  Dessaure,  Project  Manager,  SFPUC,  explained  that  they  are  presenting  the  conceptual  design  for 
upgrades  to  the  Sunol  Water  Temple  area.  The  three  major  components  of  the  project  are  the  streetscape  and 
paving  improvements  to  Temple  Road,  creation  of  education  facilities  near  the  temple  and  improvements  to 
the  corporation  yard. 

Nick  Ancel,  Landscape  Architect,  DPW  Building  Design  and  Construction  explained  that  the  historic  gates  to 
the  facility  will  be  restored  including  an  original  water  feature.  Additional  trees  will  be  planted  along  the  edge  of 
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Temple  Road  and  decomposed  granite  paths  will  be  added  on  either  side. 

Paul  Okamoto,  Okamoto  Saijo  Architecture,  explained  that  the  water  temple  will  be  on  a raised  earth  podium 
and  the  new  watershed  center  will  have  classrooms,  offices  and  a gathering  space.  He  presented  three  site 
schemes  each  using  the  temple  as  the  focus.  Additionally,  a discovery  trail  and  new  paths  and  trails  will  be 
constructed. 

Tara  Lamont,  Interim  Manager,  DPW  Building  Design  and  Construction,  presented  the  plan  for  the  corporation 
yard  and  explained  that  the  facilities  perform  a critical  function  for  the  PUC  water  supplies.  The  existing 
structures  predate  the  water  temple  and  are  in  an  extreme  state  of  disrepair.  The  structures  will  have  an 
agrarian  look  which  was  supported  by  the  community.  She  explained  that  they  will  present  Phase  1 of  the  plan 
in  August  201 2. 

Commissioner  Stryker  asked  about  the  Poplar  trees  in  relation  to  site  lines  to  the  temple  and  water 
consumption.  She  asked  to  see  an  alternative  design  that  used  Oak  or  Bay  trees  instead. 

Commissioner  Chow  commented  that  the  agrarian  building  design  for  the  corporation  yard  is  the  right  direction. 
There  is  a more  that  can  be  done  with  the  educational  buildings  in  terms  of  creating  sculptural  structures  in  the 
landscape.  He  suggested  they  look  carefully  at  how  the  roof  may  be  tipped  or  folded.  He  suggested  that  the 
fueling  station  be  rotated  so  it  is  not  as  visible  from  the  road.  He  added  that  Temple  Road  is  the  spine  to  the 
site  and  needs  to  be  a clean  and  pristine  experience. 

6.  SFMTA  Phelan  Loop  Operator  Restrooms  and  Sound  Wall:  Phase  2 

Tara  Lamont,  Interim  Manager,  DPW  Building  Design  and  Construction  explained  that  the  plumbing  chase  has 
been  expanded  which  requires  an  additional  door  on  the  exterior  of  the  restroom.  The  structure  has  been 
pushed  away  from  the  corner  and  the  planter  will  be  closer  to  the  comer. 

Jasmine  Kaw,  Landscape  Architect,  explained  that  the  sound  wall  trellises  have  been  turned  horizontal  and  will 
be  the  same  height  as  the  sound  wall.  She  explained  that  they  will  use  a black  greenscreen  instead  a the  cable 
system  that  was  recommended  at  the  last  meeting.  The  cable  system  would  cause  security  and  maintenance 
concerns. 

The  Commissioners  commented  favorably  on  the  planting  and  changes  to  the  design. 

Commissioner  Chow  asked  the  design  team  to  remove  the  handle  to  the  mechanical  room  and  use  only  a 
keyed  opening  at  the  base  of  the  door.  He  also  said  that  the  color  of  the  concrete  should  match  the  color  of  the 
metal  and  be  streamlined  as  one  long  green  wall.  He  also  asked  if  the  vine  could  continue  around  the  wall  at 
the  corner. 

Commissioner  Stryker  recommended  a vine  that  doesn’t  need  a trellis.  She  suggested  a ficus  vine  and  ivy 
pockets. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  2 of  the  SFMTA  Phelan  Loop  Operator  Restrooms  and  Sound  Wall  with  the 
contingency  that  the  sound  wall  be  covered  continuously  in  vine  or  greenscreen  and  the 
mechanical  room  door  use  a key  entry  instead  of  a handle:  Commissioner  Breitenberg. 

Vote:  Unanimously  approved. 
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Commissioner  Smith  asked  Commissioner  Chow  to  act  as  Chair  for  the  remainder  of  the  meeting. 
Commissioner  Smith  left  the  meeting  at  6:06  p.m. 

7.  SFMTA  Operator  Convenience  Facilities:  Phase  1 and  2 

Drew  Howard,  Project  Manager,  SFMTA,  explained  that  there  are  76  transit  lines  with  147  terminals  where 
MUNI  operators  take  breaks.  Currently,  there  are  57  terminals  with  no  restroom  facilities  or  with  rented  portable 
restrooms.  Muni  is  looking  for  ways  to  fill  the  gaps  by  working  with  local  businesses  and  installing  prefabricated 
facilities.  The  facilities  are  not  temporary,  but  some  may  be  moved  at  a future  time  if  routes  change.  The 
criteria  for  the  prefabricated  facilities  is  that  they  will  be  ADA  accessible,  have  male  and  female  restrooms  and 
be  able  to  be  transported  if  the  terminus  of  the  bus  line  changes.  He  presented  the  most  vital  locations  in  which 
facilities  are  needed  and  presented  the  prefabricated  design  that  will  be  placed  in  the  parking  strip  on  the 
street. 

Commissioner  Stryker  asked  about  the  siting  on  the  street. 

Commissioner  Breitenberg  commented  that  it  is  clear  that  there  is  an  immediate  need  for  the  restrooms,  but 
was  uncertain  if  this  design  was  the  best  approach.  He  suggested  greening  the  restrooms  with  trellis  and  vines. 

Commissioner  Chow  suggested  creating  a bulb  out  so  the  restrooms  are  an  extension  of  the  sidewalk.  He 
suggested  they  look  into  public  art  for  the  facilities  and  should  remove  the  trailer  lights. 

Commissioner  Stryker  agreed  that  the  facilities  should  be  part  of  a public  art  effort  or  greened. 

The  Commissioners  asked  the  project  to  return  with  the  facilities  on  a concrete  pad  or  bulb  out  and  some  sort 
of  cover  around  the  buildings.  In  lieu  of  the  time  constraints  and  immediate  need,  they  offered  to  work  with  the 
project  team  before  the  next  meeting  to  maintain  the  project  timeline. 

8.  SFO  Terminal  3,  Boarding  Area  E Improvements  Project:  Phase  2 

Judi  Mosqueda,  SFIA  Design  and  Construction  Program  Manager  introduced  the  project  team. 

Gary  Brandau,  Gensler  Architects,  explained  the  changes  since  the  last  review  including  removing  the  glass 
fins  on  the  exterior  of  the  building  and  using  a darker  color  palette.  The  idea  is  two  flip  the  colors  of  the  existing 
terminal  3 and  use  light  glass  and  dark  solid  structures  in  place  of  the  light  colored  concrete  and  dark  windows. 
The  pattern  of  skylights  and  solar  panels  on  the  roof  has  been  modified  to  reflect  the  interior  functions. 

Commissioner  Chow  commented  that  the  color  of  the  jetways  should  match  that  of  the  terminal. 

Mr.  Brandau  presented  images  of  the  interior  and  their  relation  to  the  exterior  elements.  The  plaza  after  security 
has  been  designated  for  art  enrichment  and  the  interior  design  will  use  neutral  tones.  The  glass  near  the  gate 
podiums  will  have  additional  frit  to  address  glare  issues. 

Commissioner  Chow  commented  that  the  design  is  progressing  nicely  but  would  like  to  see  the  materials 
samples. 

He  asked  how  the  bezel  on  the  outside  of  the  terminal  is  reflected  on  the  interior.  He  added  that  the  intersection 
of  the  elevator  and  the  roof  should  be  looked  into  more  carefully. 
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Motion  to  approve  Phase  2 of  the  SFO  Terminal  3,  Boarding  Area  E Improvements  Project  with  the  condition 
of  seeing  the  interior  design  development  and  a materials  board  prior  to  Phase  3:  Commissioner  Chow. 

Vote:  Unanimously  approved. 

9.  Kimbell  Playground  Renovations:  Phase  2 

Ms.  Lamont  gave  an  overview  of  the  project  and  presented  images  of  the  recently  completed  renovations  to 
the  parks  courts. 

Edward  Chin,  Landscape  Architect,  DPW,  explained  that  the  playground  has  been  placed  in  a more  naturalistic 
location.  The  planting  palette  draws  from  the  existing  cherry  trees  on  site  and  will  have  plant  materials  for 
butterfly  and  bird  habitat.  The  existing  play  area  will  be  reprogrammed  as  a sports  hub.  He  explained  that  there 
is  multi-generational  use  of  the  park  and  the  design  includes  outdoor  exercise  equipment  and  a small 
basketball  court.  The  lawn  area  becomes  an  informal  seating  area  with  additional  structural  elements  for  high 
school  students.  The  play  area  will  use  a synthetic  turf. 

Ms.  Lamont  presented  the  materials  palette  for  the  restroom  which  includes  concrete  block  with  stucco, 
ceramic  glazing,  aluminum  window  frames  and  laminated  glass.  The  design  features  a steel  gate  with  cutouts 
for  visual  permeability. 

Commissioner  Chow  asked  about  lighting. 

Ms.  Lamont  replied  that  the  lighting  will  be  integrated  into  the  building. 

Commissioner  Stryker  spoke  in  favor  of  the  design. 

Commissioner  Chow  asked  how  the  stucco  meets  the  ground. 

Rommel  Taylor,  Project  Designer,  DPW  replied  that  there  is  a metal  mow  edge  that  may  be  pulled  around  to 
the  front  of  the  building. 

The  Commissioners  asked  that  the  orange  color  be  made  a bit  more  yellow. 

Commissioner  Stryker  suggested  using  ground  cover  or  low  shrubs  to  reduce  maintenance  if  necessary. 

Commissioner  Chow  raised  concern  about  the  toxicity  of  the  synthetic  turf  and  asked  Mr.  Chin  to  look  into  the 
components. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  2 of  the  Kimbell  Playground  Renovations:  Commissioner  Chow. 

Vote:  unanimously  approved. 

10.  Public  Comment 

There  was  no  general  public  comment. 

11 . New  Business 

There  was  no  new  business. 
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12.  Old  Business 

There  was  no  old  business. 


13.  Adjournment:  7:25  p.m. 

vmk  5/31/12 

vmk  6/7/12  edit:  clarification  of  Public  Utilities  Building  recommendations 
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San  Francisco  Arts  Commission 
CIVIC  DESIGN  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 


l.  Roll  Call 


Monday,  June  18,  2012 

3:00  p.m. 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  70  GOVERNMENT 

Agenda  DOCUMENTS  DEPT 

JUN  1 4 2012 


2.  Staff  Report 

Discussion 

Approximately  20  minutes 
Review  and  discussion  of  proposed  fiscal  year  2013/2014  Civic  Design  Review  Guidelines 
Document  available  at  meeting 


SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


3.  San  Francisco  Groundwater  Supply  - South  Windmill  Well  Station:  Phase  1 

Action 

Approximately  20  minutes 

Tara  Lamont,  Interim  Manager,  DPW  BDG 

Explanatory  document:  San  Francisco  Groundwater  Supply  - South  Windmill  Well  Station  - Phase  1 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  San  Francisco  Groundwater  Supply  - South 
Windmill  Well  Station. 


h 


4.  Bayview  Opera  House  - ADA  and  Plaza  Improvements:  Phase  2 

Action 

Approximately  20  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  dates:  12/15/08,  2/24/09, 1/11/10  and  5/21/12 
Judy  Nemzoff,  Community  Arts  and  Education  Program  Director,  San  Francisco  Arts  Commission 
Amy  Eliot,  Tom  Eliot  Fisch,  Architect 
Walter  Hood,  Hood  Design,  Landscape  Architect 

Explanatory  document:  Bayview  Opera  House  - Phase  2 Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  2 of  the  Bayview  Opera  House  - ADA  and  Plaza 
Improvements. 


5.  SFO  Replacement  Airport  Traffic  Control  Tower  and  Integrated  Facility:  Phase  2 

Action 
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Approximately  20  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  date:  3/19/12 

Explanatory  document:  SFO  Air  Traffic  Control  Tower  - Phase  2 Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  2 of  the  SFO  Replacement  Airport  Traffic  Control 
Tower  and  Integrated  Facility. 


6.  SFMTA  Operator  Convenience  Facilities:  Phase  1 and  2 

Action 

Approximately  20  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  date:  5/21/12 
Andrew  Howard,  Project  Manager,  SFMTA 

Explanatory  document:  SFMTA  Operator  Facilities  - Phase  1 and  2 Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  1 and  2 of  the  SFMTA  Operator  Convenience 
Facilities. 


7.  New  Business 

(This  item  is  to  allow  Commissioners  to  introduce  new  agenda  items  for  consideration.) 


8.  Old  Business 

(This  item  is  to  allow  Commissioners  to  update  previous  agenda  items.) 


9.  Public  Comment 

(This  item  is  to  allow  members  of  the  public  to  comment  generally  on  matters  within  the 
Committee’s  purview  as  well  as  to  suggest  new  agenda  items  for  the  Committee’s  consideration.) 


10.  Adjournment 

vmk  6/13/2012 

Notices 

Explanatory  documents  listed  above,  as  well  as  documents  created  or  distributed  after  the  posting  of  this 
agenda  to  the  Arts  Commission  will  be  available  for  public  inspection  and  copying  at  the  Arts  Commission 
office,  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  345,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  during  regular  business  hours.  Info:  Vicky 
Knoop  415-252-3214.  PLEASE  NOTE:  The  Arts  Commission  often  receives  documents  created  or 
submitted  by  other  City  officials,  agencies  or  departments  after  the  posting  of  the  Arts  Commission  agenda. 
For  such  documents  or  presentations,  members  of  the  public  may  wish  to  contact  the  originating  agency  if 
they  seek  documents  not  yet  provided  to  the  Arts  Commission. 

Public  comment  in  regard  to  specific  items  will  be  taken  before  or  during  consideration  of  the  item. 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited 
at  this  meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  of  any  person(s) 
responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic 
devices. 
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In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses, 
multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other 
attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City  accommodate  these 
individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to 
participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Vicky  Knoop,  415-252-3214,  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting, 
except  for  Monday  meetings,  for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative  action  may 
be  required  by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  (San  Francisco  Campaign  and  Governmental  Conduct 
Code  sections  2.100-2.160)  to  register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the 
Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact  the  Ethics  Commission  at  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San 
Francisco,  CA  94102,  telephone  415/252-3100,  fax  415/252-3112  and  http://www.sfethics.org/ethics 
/2009/l2/lobbyist-ordinance-20io.html. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 

Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decision  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions, 
boards,  councils  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people’s  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to 
the  people’s  review.  For  more  information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  or  to  report  a 
violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  Frank  Darby  by  mail  to  Administrator,  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  1 
Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room  244,  San  Francisco  CA  94102-4689;  by  phone  at  415-554  7724;  by  fax 
at  415-554  7854;  or  by  email  at  sotf@sfgov.org 

Citizens  interested  in  obtaining  a free  copy  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  request  a copy  from  Mr.  Darby  or 
by  printing  Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  on  the  Internet,  http://www.sfgov.org 
/sunshine/ 
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An  audio  recording  of  this  meeting  is  available  online  at  the  following  address:  http://www.sfgov3.0rg 
/index.aspx?page=3420 


CIVIC  DESIGN  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 
Monday,  June  18,  2012 

3:00  p.m. 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  70 

Minutes 


Jo. 3 


Commissioners  present:  Cass  Calder  Smith,  Mark  Breitenberg,  Leo  Chow,  Dorka  Keehn,  Kimberlee 
Stryker 

Commissioners  absent:  none 

Staff  present : Tom  DeCaigny,  Vicky  Knoop 

Call  to  order:  3:00  p.m. 


Commissioner  Smith  announced  that  the  Staff  Report  would  be  heard  later  in  the  agenda  at  4 p.m. 


1.  San  Francisco  Groundwater  Supply  - South  Windmill  Well  Station:  Phase  1 

Tara  Lamont,  Interim  Manager,  DPW  BDC  explained  that  this  project  is  part  of  the  Local 
Groundwater  Supply  project  by  the  PUC.  This  site  has  two  historic  windmills  near  the  proposed 
location  and  the  community  supports  a design  that  is  sympathetic  to  the  existing  historic  buildings, 
without  being  an  inviting  presence  on  site.  The  community  was  also  interested  in  restoring 
vegetation  to  an  adjacent  area  that  is  currently  a storage  yard.  The  design  precedent  for  these  new 
Golden  Gate  Park  water  facilities  does  not  fit  the  historic  context  and  community  requirements,  and 
DPW  has  created  a new  design  specifically  for  this  site. 

Ms.  Lamont  explained  that  a large  portion  of  the  wall  will  need  to  be  removable  every  five  to  ten 
years  for  replacement  or  maintenance  of  the  well  equipment.  She  presented  the  design  progression 
and  concepts. 

Commissioner  Breitenberg  asked  about  materials. 

Ms.  Lamont  explained  that  the  main  materials  will  be  slate  and  stucco. 

Commissioner  Miguel  thanked  the  project  team  for  the  community  outreach. 

Commissioner  Chow  commented  that  the  detailing  of  the  building  should  be  done  in  a modern  way. 
Commissioner  Smith  asked  about  the  shape  of  the  peaked  roof. 

Ms.  Lamont  said  that  there  is  little  to  no  maintenance  for  PUC  facilities,  and  the  peaked  roof  will 
have  fewer  maintenance  concerns  than  a flat  roof. 

Commissioner  Chow  asked  about  the  base  of  the  windmill. 
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Andrew  Maloney,  Archiect,  DPW  BDC,  responded  that  it  is  board  form  concrete.  The  well  station  will 
be  poured  in  place  concrete  and  the  Kalwall  will  be  fiberglass. 

Commissioner  Stryker  asked  about  groundwater  recharge. 

Martha  Ketterer,  Landscape  Architect,  DPW  BDC  said  that  there  is  an  existing  ground  water 
recharge  swale.  There  are  also  grass  pavers  and  other  permeable  paving  which  will  accommodate  for 
the  maintenance  vehicles  and  any  future  recreation  use  of  the  area. 

Commissioner  Smith  opened  the  floor  to  public  comment. 

Kathy  Howard,  Golden  Gate  Park  Preservation  Alliance,  spoke  in  favor  of  the  proposed  design. 

Kathleen  Stern  thanked  for  the  Committee  for  support  of  a structure  that  is  respectful  of  the  design 
of  the  historic  windmills. 

Nancy  Wuerfel,  Golden  Gate  Park  Preservation  Alliance,  spoke  in  favor  of  the  proposed  design  and 
the  future  development  of  the  recreation  space  on  the  site. 

Yope  Posthumus  spoke  in  favor  of  the  current  design  but  noted  concern  about  the  copper 
downspouts  as  a theft  target. 

Greg  Miller  spoke  in  favor  of  the  design  and  the  creation  of  new  park  space. 

Ray  Holland  spoke  in  favor  of  the  design  and  thanked  the  water  department  for  their  continued  work 
to  preserve  the  west  end  of  the  park. 

Commissioner  Smith  closed  the  floor  to  public  comment. 

Commissioner  Smith  remarked  that  the  copper  could  be  a theft  target,  and  the  design  team  should 
look  into  other  options  such  as  zinc. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  i of  the  San  Francisco  Groundwater  Supply-South  Windmill 
Well  Station:  Commissioner  Smith 
Vote:  Unanimously  approved 

2.  Bayview  Opera  House  - ADA  and  Plaza  Improvements:  Phase  2 

Debrah  Friedman,  Project  Manger,  introduced  the  project  team,  Amy  Eliot,  Tom  Eliot  Fisch, 
Architect  and  Walter  Hood,  Hood  Design,  Landscape  Architect. 

Mr.  Hood  gave  an  overview  of  the  approach  which  is  to  activate  all  sides  of  the  Bayview  Opera 
House.  In  response  to  comments  during  the  last  review,  they  are  looking  to  reduce  the  size  of  the 
walkway  pillars  to  eight  inches  to  minimize  their  impact.  He  presented  the  materials  which  include 
wood,  steel,  and  Tnemec  painted  metal  to  match  the  steel.  He  presented  the  lighting  plans  for  the 
site  and  explained  that  the  planting  has  not  changed  since  Phase  1.  He  presented  the  progression  of 
the  railing  design  and  walkway  materials.  He  added  that  since  the  last  meeting,  the  walkway  has 
been  turned  to  be  parallel  to  the  building. 

Commissioner  Breitenberg  commented  favorably  on  the  design  of  the  walkway. 

Commissioner  Smith  suggested  using  a fascia  where  the  walkway  meets  the  railing  so  that  it  becomes 
one  piece.  He  commented  that  the  planting  between  the  building  and  the  walkway  should  be  tall. 

Commissioner  Chow  said  that  the  overall  site  is  coming  together  well.  He  noted  that  given  the 
simplicity  of  the  building,  the  bridge  somehow  feels  a bit  industrial.  He  asked  if  there  is  an 
opportunity  to  have  the  bridge  relate  to  the  fence.  He  recommended  they  simplify  and  minimize  the 
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walkway. 

Commissioner  Stryker  suggested  a light  open  branch  tree,  such  as  a vine  maple,  for  the  space 
between  the  building  and  the  walkway. 

Commissioner  Smith  opened  the  floor  to  public  comment.  There  was  none. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  2 of  the  Bayview  Opera  House— ADA  and  Plaza 
Improvements  with  the  condition  that  the  development  of  the  bridge  design  and  model 
are  presented  prior  to  Phase  3 review:  Commissioner  Stryker 
Vote:  Unanimously  approved 


Commissioner  Smith  announced  that  the  Staff  Report  would  be  heard  out  of  order. 

3.  Staff  Report 

Vicky  Knoop,  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manger,  presented  the  revised  draft  guidelines. 

4.  SFO  Replacement  Airport  Traffic  Control  Tower  and  Integrated  Facility:  Phase  2 

Robert  Steel,  Senior  Project  Designer,  HNTB  Arhcitecture  introduced  the  project  and  gave  a brief 
overview  of  the  comments  from  the  last  meeting. 

Alejandro  Ogata,  Project  Designer,  HNTB  Architecture  presented  the  site  and  conditions  including 
the  views  to  the  airfield  from  the  tower.  He  presented  the  development  of  the  design  which  responds 
to  the  functional  needs  of  the  tower. 

Mr.  Steel  presented  the  floor  plans,  sections,  and  elevations.  The  new  elements  on  the  drawing 
include  antennae  and  lightning  protection  on  the  roof  that  will  be  designed  by  the  FAA.  Lightning 
conduction  lines  are  required  by  FFA  to  be  on  the  outside  of  the  structure  and  have  been  matched  to 
the  lines  of  the  panels.  The  main  feature  of  the  tower  is  the  ‘bite’  which  will  have  a darker  color  on 
the  interior  for  emphasis. 

Mr.  Ogata  gave  an  overview  of  the  facility  at  the  base  of  the  the  tower.  The  facility  will  be  mainly  used 
for  FAA  activities  and  will  include  a garden  area  for  employees  that  will  address  wind  and  noise 
issues. 

Commissioner  Smith  commented  that  the  cab  on  the  top  of  the  tower  seems  like  it  was  added  on. 

Commissioner  Miguel  asked  about  the  lightning  wires  on  the  outside  of  the  tower. 

Mr.  Steel  responded  that  the  cables  will  be  as  integrated  as  possible  into  the  score  lines  between 
panels. 

Commissioner  Chow  commented  that  there  is  a very  nice  overall  sculptural  form.  He  said  that  they 
will  need  to  look  at  all  of  the  transitions  in  the  design.  He  added  that  the  placement  of  the  louvers 
currently  looks  functional,  and  should  be  considered  as  part  of  the  sculptural  form. 

The  commissioners  agreed  that  the  handrail  atop  the  tower  should  be  solid  panel.  They  asked  the 
design  team  to  look  into  the  transitions  between  the  pieces  of  the  design  including  the  tower  neck 
and  cab.  They  also  agreed  that  the  exposed  truss  should  be  more  in  line  with  the  rest  of  the  design 
and  possibly  covered. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  2 of  the  San  Francisco  International  Airport  Air  Traffic 
Control  Tower  and  Integrated  Facility  with  the  contingency  that  there  be  a work 
session  prior  to  Phase  3 to  look  into  alternatives  for  the  exposed  truss,  create  a more 
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solid  railing  on  the  top  edge  of  the  tower,  and  examine  the  placement  of  louvers  as 
they  relate  to  the  patterns  on  the  exterior  of  the  tower:  Commissioner  Smith 
Vote:  Unanimously  approved 

5.  SFMTA  Operator  Convenience  Facilities:  Phase  1 and  2 

Andrew  Howard,  Project  Manager,  SFMTA  gave  an  overview  of  the  changes  to  the  design  since  the 
last  review.  The  selected  prefabricated  restroom  design  has  been  changed  to  a single  unit  with  one 
door  that  opens  to  a wooden  platform  and  is  sited  in  a parking  lane  on  the  street.  A platform  has 
been  added  for  level  entry  and  to  ensure  sidewalk  clearance.  Based  on  the  comments  from  the  last 
review,  they  have  looked  into  bulb  outs,  platforms  or  parklettes  to  tie  the  restrooms  to  the  sidewalk 
and  off  of  the  street,  and  are  presenting  a wooden  platform  solution. 

Commissioner  Keehn  asked  about  the  budget  limitations  for  the  project  related  to  landscape,  and 
recommended  speaking  with  Plant  SF  for  greening  opportunities. 

Mr.  Howard  responded  that  there  is  no  budget  for  greening.  He  added  that  the  more  that  is  done  for 
each  restroom  means  that  fewer  restrooms  can  be  built. 

Commissioner  Keehn  asked  why  they  aren’t  using  the  City’s  standard  JCDecaux  restroom. 

Mr.  Howard  responded  that  purchase  cost  and  maintenance  cost  are  higher. 

Commissioner  Miguel  recommended  looking  into  the  prefabricated  restrooms  that  are  used  in  the 
National  Parks. 

Commissioner  Breitenberg  commented  that  on  a large  scale  this  isn’t  the  best  solution  and  that 
permanent  restrooms  would  be  more  desirable,  but  if  this  is  the  only  solution,  there  are  better 
prefabricated  options. 

Commissioner  Smith  opened  the  floor  to  public  comment. 

Eric  Williams,  President  of  TWU  250A  said  that  adequate  restroom  facilities  have  been  an  ongoing 
issue  for  over  ten  years,  and  a matter  of  health  for  the  drivers  who  do  not  have  the  opportunity  to  use 
a restroom  facility  for  several  hours. 

Ron  Mitchell,  TWU  250A,  said  that  there  are  2200  operators  and  one  third  are  women.  He  added 
that  the  problem  of  insufficient  restroom  facilities  has  not  been  addressed  in  his  25  years  with  the 
agency. 

Ronald  D.  Austin,  Vice  President  Local  TWU  250A,  said  that  this  is  a hideous  design.  He  said  that 
the  lack  of  thoughtful  design  or  innovation  doesn’t  show  respect  to  the  operators  or  the 
neighborhoods  where  these  will  be  located.  While  TWU  250A  had  presented  this  structure  to 
SFTMA,  this  is  their  first  time  seeing  SFMTA's  interpretation  of  the  design  and  siting.  He  added  that 
there  is  a sense  of  urgency  around  this  process,  and  it  is  an  urgent  need,  but  there  should  be  more 
input  from  the  operators  and  neighborhood  constituents  to  create  a better  design. 

Sabrina  Johnson,  SFMTA  Transit  Operator,  said  that  the  proposed  siting  is  dangerous  and  will 
hinder  local  business.  She  expressed  concern  for  possible  traffic  accidents  with  a facility  that  is 
located  on  the  street  and  noted  that  some  restrooms  will  be  located  in  loading  zones  currently  used 
by  local  businesses  for  deliveries.  She  urged  the  design  team  to  do  better. 

Rene  Janes,  SFMTA  Transit  Operator,  explained  that  many  women  currently  take  days  off  each 
month  because  there  are  not  adequate  and  available  facilities.  She  urged  that  the  SFMTA  find  a 
better,  safer,  more  sanitary  solution. 

Commissioner  Smith  closed  the  floor  to  public  comment. 


4 of  5 


7/10/12  3:28  PM 


j 

JSFGov  : June  18, 2012  http://www.sfgov3.org/index .aspx?page=3757 


Commissioner  Breitenberg  said  that  the  structures  should  not  be  located  on  the  street.  He 
recommended  finding  near  by  sites  that  are  off  the  road  for  safety  and  the  benefit  of  the 
neighborhood. 

Commissioner  Smith  asked  if  the  facility  design  and  locations  had  been  presented  to  the 
communities  where  they  will  be  located  and  the  operators  that  will  use  them. 

Mr.  Howard  replied  that  they  had  not. 

The  Commissioners  asked  that  the  SFMTA  look  into  other  prefabricated  options,  siting  locations  and 
to  work  with  the  drivers  and  the  community  to  find  site  specific  solutions. 

6.  Public  Comment 

There  was  no  general  public  comment. 

7.  New  Business 

There  was  no  new  business. 


Old  Business 

There  was  no  old  business. 


9.  Adjournment:  5:50  p.m. 
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Agenda 

1.  Roll  Call 


2.  Staff  Report 

Discussion 


3.  SFMTA  Operator  Convenience  Facilities:  Phase  1 

Action 

Approximately  20  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  date:  5/21/12,  6/18/12 
Andrew  Howard,  Project  Manager,  SFMTA 


Explanatory  document:  SFMTA  Operator  Convenience  Facilities:  Phase  1 Presentation 
Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  SFMTA  Operator  Convenience  Facilities. 


4.  Moccasin  Control  and  Server  Building:  Phase  1 

Action 

Approximately  20  minutes 

Steve  Thomazin,  Project  Engineer,  SFPUC  HHWP 

Explanatory  document:Moccasin  Control  and  Server  Building:  Phase  1 Presentation 
Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  Moccasin  Control  and  Server  Building. 


5.  Washington  Square  Restroom  Replacement:  Phase  1 

Action 

Approximately  20  minutes 

Mary  Hobson,  Project  Manager,  Recreation  and  Parks  Department 
Lizzy  Hirsch,  Landscape  Architect,  DPW  BDC 
Paulett  Taggart,  Architect 

Explanatory  document: Washington  Square  Restroom  Replacement:  Phase  1 Presentation 
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Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  l of  the  Washington  Square  Restroom 
Replacement. 


6.  New  Business 

(This  item  is  to  allow  Commissioners  to  introduce  new  agenda  items  for  consideration.) 


7.  Old  Business 

(This  item  is  to  allow  Commissioners  to  update  previous  agenda  items.) 


8.  Public  Comment 

(This  item  is  to  allow  members  of  the  public  to  comment  generally  on  matters  within  the 
Committee’s  purview  as  well  as  to  suggest  new  agenda  items  for  the  Committee’s  consideration.) 


9.  Adjournment 

vmk  7/10/2012 

Notices 

Explanatory  documents  listed  above,  as  well  as  documents  created  or  distributed  after  the  posting  of  this 
agenda  to  the  Arts  Commission  will  be  available  for  public  inspection  and  copying  at  the  Arts  Commission 
office,  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  345,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  during  regular  business  hours.  Info:  Vicky 
Knoop  415-252-3214.  PLEASE  NOTE:  The  Arts  Commission  often  receives  documents  created  or 
submitted  by  other  City  officials,  agencies  or  departments  after  the  posting  of  the  Arts  Commission  agenda. 
For  such  documents  or  presentations,  members  of  the  public  may  wish  to  contact  the  originating  agency  if 
they  seek  documents  not  yet  provided  to  the  Arts  Commission. 

Public  comment  in  regard  to  specific  items  will  be  taken  before  or  during  consideration  of  the  item. 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited 
at  this  meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  of  any  person(s) 
responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic 
devices. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City’ s efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses, 
multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other 
attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City  accommodate  these 
individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to 
participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Vicky  Knoop,  415-252-3214,  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting, 
except  for  Monday  meetings,  for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative  action  may 
be  required  by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  (San  Francisco  Campaign  and  Governmental  Conduct 
Code  sections  2.100-2.160)  to  register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the 
Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact  the  Ethics  Commission  at  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San 
Francisco,  CA  94102,  telephone  415/252-3100,  fax  415/252-3112  and  http://www.sfethics.org/ethics 
/2009/i2/lobbyist-ordinance-20io.html. 
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KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 

Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decision  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions, 
boards,  councils  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people’s  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to 
the  people’s  review.  For  more  information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  or  to  report  a 
violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  Frank  Darby  by  mail  to  Administrator,  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  1 
Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room  244,  San  Francisco  CA  94102-4689;  by  phone  at  415-554  7724;  by  fax 
at  415-554  7854;  or  by  email  at  sotf@sfgov.org 

Citizens  interested  in  obtaining  a free  copy  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  request  a copy  from  Mr.  Darby  or 
by  printing  Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  on  the  Internet,  http://www.sfgov.org 
/sunshine/ 
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An  audio  recording  of  this  meeting  is  available  online  at  the  following  address:  http://www.sfgov3. 
/index.aspx?page=3420 
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Commissioners  present:  Cass  Calder  Smith,  Mark  Breitenberg,  Dorka  Keehn,  Kimberlee  Stryker 

Commissioners  absent:  Leo  Chow 
Staff  present : Tom  DeCaigny,  Vicky  Knoop 

Call  to  order:  3:00  p.m. 

1.  SFMTA  Operator  Convenience  Facilities:  Phase  1 

Kerstin  Magary,  SFMTA  Project  Manager,  introduced  the  project  and  gave  an  overview  of  the  current 
lack  of  adequate  operator  facilities  at  the  terminus  of  bus  lines. 

Tara  Lamont,  Interim  Manager,  DPW  BDC  presented  the  locations  of  the  proposed  five  new 
prefabricated  restrooms.  The  revised  proposal  has  moved  the  siting  of  some  of  the  restrooms  from 
the  parking  lane  to  safer  locations  off  of  the  street.  Others  will  have  a sidewalk  bulb  with  a bioswale 
around  the  restroom.  The  prefabricated  buildings  are  plumbed  into  the  City’s  water  system.  SFMTA 
requirements,  such  as  a one  week  construction  period,  limit  the  type  and  style  of  the  structures. 


Commissioner  Keehn  commented  that  the  siting  and  design  are  significantly  improved. 


Commissioner  Smith  suggested  exploring  colors  that  relate  to  existing  City  systems.  He  also 
expressed  a preference  for  the  curved  design  option. 

Commissioner  Stryker  suggested  combining  elements,  such  as  signal  boxes  and  bus  shelters,  with  the 
new  structure  to  minimize  the  impact  on  the  street. 


Ms.  Magaiy  explained  that  the  bus  shelters  are  controlled  by  a contract  with  Clear  Channel  and  are 
unable  to  be  changed. 

Commissioner  Stryker  commented  favorably  on  the  bioswale  bulb  outs. 

Commissioner  Smith  suggested  presenting  Phase  2 and  Phase  3 together,  but  asked  to  be  sent 
images  of  the  selected  prefabricated  structure  prior  to  the  next  Committee  review. 

Commissioner  Smith  opened  the  floor  to  public  comment. 


Eric  Williams,  Transportation  Workers  Union,  said  that  he  appreciates  the  Commissioner’s 
comments  and  that  the  revised  design  has  responded  to  many  concerns.  He  reminded  the  committee 
of  budget  and  time  constraints. 
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Commissioner  Smith  closed  the  floor  to  public  comment. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  SFMTA  Operator  Convenience  Facilities  with  the 
contingency  of  exploring  additional  color  options,  presenting  a more  detailed  site  plan 
and  working  with  the  alternative  design  options:  Commissioner  Keehn 
Vote:  Unanimously  approved 


2.  Moccasin  Control  and  Server  Building:  Phase  1 

Steve  Thomazin,  Project  Engineer,  SFPUC  HHWP,  explained  that  several  of  the  buildings  in 
Moccasin  are  from  the  early  1900’s  when  the  SFPUC  purchased  the  town.  The  Moccasin  Control  and 
Server  Building  will  replace  one  of  the  older  buildings  on  site  that  is  currently  unused.  He  presented 
historic  photographs  of  the  site  and  building.  He  explained  that  the  existing  structure  is  in  very  poor 
condition,  but  the  new  facility  will  have  the  same  footprint.  The  new  structure  will  be  a powerhouse 
operators  control  room  and  server  data  back  up  center.  The  building  will  not  be  open  to  the  public. 
The  design  inspiration  is  from  the  existing  buildings  on  site.  The  town  of  Moccasin  has  a population 
of  160  people  with  150  working  for  the  PUC  facilities.  Fifty  people  came  to  a public  meeting  and 
spoke  in  favor  of  the  stucco  and  tile  building. 

Commissioner  Smith  asked  about  the  total  construction  cost. 

Mr.  Thomazin  said  it  is  $1.5  million. 

Commissioner  Keehn  asked  about  solar  power. 

Mr.  Thomazin  said  that  the  PUC  has  decided  not  to  do  photovoltaic  power  in  Moccasin.  As  the 
powerhouse  control  room,  the  facility  has  a nearly  unlimited  power  supply. 

Commissioner  Stryker  recommended  looking  at  the  water  consumption  of  the  selected  plants.  She 
also  suggested  adding  trees  to  shade  the  parking  lot. 

Mr.  Thomazin  explained  that  the  planting  palette  is  derived  from  successful  plants  in  the  area. 

Commissioner  Smith  said  they  are  headed  in  the  right  design  direction  by  matching  the  stucco  and 
tile  of  existing  structures. 

Motion  to  approval  Phase  1 of  the  Moccasin  Control  and  Server  Building: 
Commissioner  Stryker 
Vote:  Unanimously  approved 


3.  Washington  Square  Restroom  Replacement:  Phase  1 

Mary  Hobson,  Project  Manager,  Recreation  and  Parks  Department,  explained  that  Washington 
Square  Park  has  landmark  status,  but  the  restroom  does  not. 

Paulett  Taggart,  Paulett  Taggart  Architects,  presented  the  site  of  the  restroom  which  is  near  the 
existing  playground.  Currently,  this  is  the  second  most  used  restroom  in  the  parks  system,  but  is  not 
ADA  accessible.  The  new  design  will  expand  the  size  of  the  restrooms  and  provide  maintenance  and 
custodial  space.  The  play  area  may  be  expanded  at  a later  date,  and  the  new  building  is  accounting 
for  that  possible  expansion.  Additionally,  the  roof  is  designed  for  rainwater  catchment  for  use  in 
future  community  gardens.  The  roof  is  zinc  and  will  be  recyclable  in  the  future. 

Commissioner  Smith  suggested  using  a lighter  color  concrete. 
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Commissioner  Keehn  commented  that  the  color  could  be  picked  up  from  the  previously  approved 
Recreation  and  Parks  restrooms. 

Commissioner  Smith  asked  about  extending  the  roof. 

Ms.  Taggart  responded  that  they  are  looking  to  pull  in  the  screens  to  make  the  roof  look  larger. 
Commissioner  Smith  opened  the  floor  to  public  comment. 

Ken  Maley  commented  that  the  Friends  of  Washington  Square  are  pleased  with  the  community 
process  and  requested  more  discussion  on  the  exterior  color  of  the  building. 

Commissioner  Smith  closed  the  floor  to  public  comment. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  l of  the  Washington  Square  Park  Restroom:  Commissioner 
Keehn 

Vote:  Unanimously  approved 


4.  Public  Comment 

There  was  no  general  public  comment. 

5.  New  Business 

There  was  no  new  business. 

6.  Old  Business 

There  was  no  old  business. 

7.  Adjournment:  4:30  p.m. 
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donal  Prest 


SFO  Terminal  3,  Boarding  Area  E Improvement  Project  - Informational  Presentation 

Discussion 

Approximately  10  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  dates:  3/19/12  and  5/21/12 
Tony  Breslin,  SFO  Design  & Construction  Program  Manager 
Gary  Brandau,  Gensler  Architects  - Architectural  Design  Overview 
Ben  Parco,  Gensler  Architects  - Architectural  Design  Overview 

Explanatory  document:  SFO  Terminal  3,  Boarding  Area  E Improvements  Project:  Informational 
Presentation 


4.  San  Francisco  Groundwater  Supply  - South  Windmill  Well  Station:  Phase  2 

Action 

Approximately  20  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  date:  6/ 18/ 12 
Tara  Lamont,  Interim  Manager,  DPW  BDC 

Explanatory  document:  San  Francisco  Groundwater  Supply  - South  Windmill  Well  Station  - Phase  2 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  2 of  the  San  Francisco  Groundwater  Supply  - 
South  Windmill  Well  Station. 


5.  SFMTA  Operator  Convenience  Facilities:  Phase  2 and  3 

Action 

Approximately  20  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  date:  5/21/12,  6/18/12,  7/16/12 

Kerstin  Magary,  Senior  Manager,  SFMTA  Real  Estate 

Will  Kwan,  Architect,  DPW  BDC 

Tara  Lamont,  Interim  Manager,  DPW  BDC 


1 of  3 


8/16/12  5:22  PM 


SFGov  : August  20,  2012 


http:  //vv  w w.sf gov  3 .org/i  ndex  .aspx  ?page=3 84 1 


Explanatory  document:  SFMTA  Operator  Convenience  Facilities:  Phase  2 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  2 and  3 of  the  SFMTA  Operator  Convenience 
Facilities. 


6.  Transbay  Folsom  Streetscape  Design:  Phase  1 

Action 

Approximately  20  minutes 

Jamie  Phillips,  CMG  Landscape  Architecture 

Courtney  Pash  and  Mike  Grisso,  Successor  Agency  to  the  San  Francisco  Redevelopment  Agency 

Explanatory  document:  Transbay  Folsom  Streetscape  Design:  Phase  1 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  Transbay  Folsom 
Streetscape  Design. 


7.  Oscar  Park  Essex  Street  Open  Space:  Phase  1 

Action 

Approximately  20  minutes 

Scott  Cataffa,  CMG  Landscape  Architecture 

Courtney  Pashor  and  Mike  Grisso,  Successor  Agency  to  the  San  Francisco  Redevelopment  Agency 
Explanatory  document:  Oscar  Park  and  Essex  Street  Open  Space:  Phase  1 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  Oscar  Park  Essex  Street  Open 
Space. 


8.  New  Business 

( This  item  is  to  allow  Commissioners  to  introduce  new  agenda  items  for  consideration.) 


9.  Old  Business 

(This  item  is  to  allow  Commissioners  to  update  previous  agenda  items.) 


10.  Public  Comment 

(This  item  is  to  allow  members  of  the  public  to  comment  generally  on  matters  within  the 
Committee’s  purview  as  well  as  to  suggest  new  agenda  items  for  the  Committee’s  consideration.) 


11.  Adjournment 

vmk  8/16/2012 

Notices 

Explanatory  documents  listed  above,  as  well  as  documents  created  or  distributed  after  the  posting  of  this 
agenda  to  the  Arts  Commission  will  be  available  for  public  inspection  and  copying  at  the  Arts  Commission 
office,  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  345,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  during  regular  business  hours.  Info:  Vicky 
Knoop  415-252-3214.  PLEASE  NOTE:  The  Arts  Commission  often  receives  documents  created  or 
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submitted  by  other  City  officials,  agencies  or  departments  after  the  posting  of  the  Arts  Commission  agenda. 
For  such  documents  or  presentations,  members  of  the  public  may  wish  to  contact  the  originating  agency  if 
they  seek  documents  not  yet  provided  to  the  Arts  Commission. 

Public  comment  in  regard  to  specific  items  will  be  taken  before  or  during  consideration  of  the  item. 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited 
at  this  meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  of  any  person(s) 
responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic 
devices. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses, 
multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other 
attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City  accommodate  these 
individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to 
participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Vicky  Rnoop,  415-252-3214,  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting, 
except  for  Monday  meetings,  for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative  action  may 
be  required  by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  (San  Francisco  Campaign  and  Governmental  Conduct 
Code  sections  2.100-2.160)  to  register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the 
Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact  the  Ethics  Commission  at  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San 
Francisco,  CA  94102,  telephone  415/252-3100,  fax  415/252-3112  and  http://www.sfethics.org/ethics 
/ 2009/i2/lobbyist-ordinance-20io.html. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 

Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decision  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions, 
boards,  councils  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people’s  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to 
the  people’s  review.  For  more  information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  or  to  report  a 
violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  Frank  Darby  by  mail  to  Administrator,  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  1 
Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room  244,  San  Francisco  CA  94102-4689;  by  phone  at  415-554  7724;  by  fax 
at  415-554  7854;  or  by  email  at  sotf@sfgov.org 

Citizens  interested  in  obtaining  a free  copy  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  can  request  a copy  from  Mr.  Darby  or 
by  printing  Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  on  the  Internet,  http://www.sfgov.org 
/sunshine/ 
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An  audio  recording  of  this  meeting  is  available  online  at  the  following  address:  http://www.sfgov3.0rg 
/index.aspx?page=3420 
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Commissioners  present:  Leo  Chow,  Dorka  Keehn,  Kimberlee  Stryker 
Commissioners  absent:  Cass  Calder  Smith 
Staff  present : Tom  DeCaigny,  Vicky  Knoop 

Call  to  order:  3:00  p.m. 


1.  SFO  Terminal  3,  Boarding  Area  E Improvement  Project  - Informational  Presentation 

Tony  Breslin,  SFO  Design  & Construction  Project  Manager,  introduced  the  project  and  explained 
that  he  is  presenting  for  Judi  Mosqueda.  He  noted  that  the  solar  fins  are  no  longer  part  of  the  design 
because  there  was  negligible  energy  gain. 

Gary  Brandau,  Gensler  Architects,  said  that  since  the  last  review,  the  materials  and  colors  are  more 
unified  across  the  structure.  The  vestibules  attached  to  the  jetways  will  now  match  the  color  of  the 
jetways.  He  presented  the  frit  pattern  for  the  glass. 

Commissioner  Chow  asked  if  the  form  of  the  building  has  changed  since  the  last  review. 

Mr.  Brandau  replied  that  it  had  not. 

Commissioner  Chow  commented  that  the  project  team  has  addressed  the  comments  from  Phase  2 
and  has  fulfilled  the  contingencies  from  the  previous  approval. 

Commissioner  Chow  opened  the  floor  to  public  comment,  but  there  was  none. 


2.  San  Francisco  Groundwater  Supply  - South  Windmill  Well  Station:  Phase  2 

Tara  Lamont,  Interim  Manager,  DPW  BDC,  presented  the  site  plan  and  explained  that  the  small 
pump  station  is  in  the  vicinity  of  the  historic  windmill  and  will  reference  the  buildings  on  site.  She 
explained  the  main  change  since  the  last  review  is  the  shift  from  copper  to  zinc  gutters  on  the 
building.  She  presented  the  building  materials. 

Martha  Ketterer,  Landscape  Architect,  presented  the  plant  materials  including  hydroseed  and  grass 
pave. 

Commissioner  Stryker  asked  about  the  hydroseed. 

Ms.  Ketterer  explained  that  it  will  be  predominantly  grasses. 
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Commissioner  Chow  expressed  concern  about  the  detail  around  the  windows.  He  commented  that  it 
looks  very  monolithic. 

Mr.  Maloney  explained  that  the  windows  are  recessed  by  three  inches,  and  the  stucco  finish  around 
the  windows  will  be  smooth  to  provide  contrast. 

Commissioner  Chow  opened  the  floor  to  public  comment.  There  was  none. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  2 of  the  San  Francisco  Groundwater  Supply  - South  Windmill 
Well  Station:  Commissioner  Stryker 
Vote:  Unanimously  approved. 


3.  SFMTA  Operator  Convenience  Facilities  on  Fitzgerald  Avenue  and  Hampshire  Street: 
Phase  2 and  3 

Tara  Lamont,  Interim  Manager,  DPW  BDC,  introduced  the  project  and  introduced  the  design  team 
including  Drew  Howard,  Project  Manager,  SFMTA  and  Alejandro  Pimentel,  Architectural  Associate, 
DPW  BDC. 

Ms.  Lamont  explained  that  at  the  last  meeting,  the  Commissioners  expressed  an  interest  in  a curved 
design  which  has  been  used  in  the  current  iterations.  The  design  team  is  presenting  two  of  the 
locations  today  for  Phase  2 and  3 approval.  She  addressed  the  comments  from  the  last  review  and 
explained  that  they  are  not  able  to  combine  the  other  street  utilities  into  the  restroom  due  to  cost. 
DPW  will  be  preparing  the  sites  for  utilities  and  the  structures  will  be  prefabricated. 

Commissioner  Chow  asked  about  the  stucco  finish  and  reveals. 

Mr.  Pimentel  explained  that  there  will  be  no  reveals  for  maintenance  reasons.  He  also  explained  that 
there  will  be  mesh  electrical  access  panels. 

Commissioner  Keehn  asked  if  the  mesh  could  be  solid  panel. 

Commissioner  Chow  commented  that  the  project  is  headed  in  the  right  direction  of  making  a simple 
structure,  but  the  doors  need  to  be  simplified.  He  added  that  the  color  options  should  be  explored 
and  the  materials  should  be  more  unified,  preferably  a metal  panel. 

Mr.  Howard  explained  that  the  maintenance  concerns  for  metal  are  much  greater  than  for  stucco. 

Commissioner  Chow  opened  the  floor  to  public  comment,  but  there  was  none. 

Motion  to  approve  Phases  2 and  3 of  the  SFMTA  Operator  Convenience  Facilities 
located  at  the  terminal  of  the  the  #71  line  at  Hampshire  and  Cesar  Chavez  streets  and 
the  terminal  of  the  #29  line  at  Fitzgerald  Avenue  and  3rd  Street.  The  approval  is 
contingent  on  presenting  additional  color  options,  unifying  the  materials,  reducing  the 
amount  of  grating  and  exploring  using  metal  panel  on  the  walls  and  doors: 
Commissioner  Stryker 
Vote:  Unanimously  approved. 

4.  Oscar  Park/Essex  Street  Open  Space:  Informational  Presentation 

Courtney  Pash,  Successor  Agency  to  the  San  Francisco  Redevelopment  Agency,  introduced  the 
project  and  explained  that  it  is  a 40  acre  open  space  beneath  the  new  Transbay  ramp  which  will  be 
developed  into  an  active  public  space. 


2 of  4 


9/13/12  5:14  PM 


SFGov  : August  20, 2012 


http://www.sfgov3.org/index. aspx?page=3886 


Scott  Cataffa,  CMG  Landscape  Architecture  gave  an  overview  of  the  project  scope  and  history.  The 
main  goals  of  the  project  are  to  improve  connectivity,  foster  community  and  create  a destination 
through  the  passive  and  active  recreation  spaces.  Options  for  the  active  areas  include  court  sports, 
sculptural  playgrounds,  bike  stations,  dog  runs,  putting  greens  and  other  activities.  Passive  space 
concepts  include  gathering  spaces,  food  truck  locations,  temporary  art,  beer  gardens  or  temporary 
market  areas.  There  is  also  public  art  funding  and  possible  locations  for  artwork  have  been  proposed. 

Commissioner  Stryker  commended  the  project  team  for  their  innovation  in  addressing  the 
topography.  She  also  said  that  she  appreciates  the  integration  of  art  into  the  site.  She  stressed  that 
the  details  of  sunlight  and  wind  would  impact  the  plants  and  should  be  carefully  studied. 

Commissioner  Chow  commented  that’s  it  is  important  that  all  of  these  spaces  are  looked  at  as  a 
whole.  There  are  a lot  of  ideas,  but  it  comes  across  as  episodic  and  there  should  be  unifying  elements. 
The  overhead  structure  and  columns  have  a huge  impact  on  the  space  and  are  a good  opportunity  for 
art.  He  asked  if  there  has  been  encouragement  for  the  property  owners  to  open  to  the  space  and  turn 
inward  toward  the  park.  He  suggested  setting  up  an  easement  to  encourage  property  owners  to  open 
inward  to  help  activate  the  space.  He  commented  that  sunlight  will  have  an  impact  on  the  layout. 

Commissioner  Keehn  commented  that  the  art  budget  is  very  small  and  recommended  allocating 
additional  funds  or  seeking  foundation  funding.  She  agreed  with  Commissioner  Chow  that  there 
should  be  a concept  that  connects  the  spaces. 

Commissioner  Chow  asked  about  the  schedule. 

Mr.  Cataffa  explained  that  construction  is  slated  to  begin  in  2015  or  2016,  but  the  area  is  currently 
being  used  for  staging  in  the  construction  of  the  Transbay  Terminal,  and  the  schedule  is  tied  to  that 
project. 

Director  DeCaigny  commented  that  the  design  team  should  consider  24  hour  activation  cycles  and 
carefully  consider  the  sound  and  air  quality  as  they  are  significant  challenges  for  the  space.  He 
agreed  that  the  art  budget  is  low.  He  added  that  engaging  artist  as  early  as  possible  into  the  design 
process  would  be  key  to  the  development  of  the  public  art. 

5.  Transbay  Folsom  Streetscape  Design:  Phase  1 

Jamie  Phillips,  CMG  Landscape  Architecture,  presented  the  site  plan  for  the  Folsom  Streetscape 
Design.  She  explained  that  there  will  be  rain  gardens  to  intercept  stormwater.  Folsom  will  become  a 
two  way  street  and  will  maintain  a bike  lane  in  one  direction.  Granite  pavers  and  curb  paving  will  be 
permeable,  as  well  as  resin  set  gravel  in  tree  pits.  The  planting  in  the  rain  gardens  will  be  three  to 
four  feet  high.  She  explained  that  the  sidewalks  will  be  integral  color  concrete  with  cast  in  place  seat 
walls. 

Commissioner  Stryker  commented  that  she  appreciates  the  pedestrian  lighting.  She  added  that  the 
double  row  of  trees  may  be  too  close  together  for  the  health  of  the  trees. 

Ms.  Phillips  replied  that  the  current  trees  on  Folsom  are  not  thriving  because  of  the  lack  of  soil  in  the 
tree  pits,  and  they  hope  that  the  sufficient  soil  will  help  the  trees. 

Commissioner  Chow  asked  if  this  road  is  still  considered  a major  arterial  road  for  the  City.  He  also 
asked  about  traffic  calming  measures.  He  noted  that  the  car  lanes  are  wide  and  the  bike  lanes  seem 
narrow. 

Mr.  Phillips  explained  that  the  long  term  plan  is  to  reduce  the  number  of  lanes  on  Folsom  Street, 
widen  the  bike  lanes  and  provide  additional  biking  infrastructure. 

Commissioner  Chow  commented  that  the  connection  to  Oscar  Park  should  be  celebrated. 
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Commissioner  Stryker  suggested  adding  a connecting  element  to  each  of  the  intersections. 

Ms.  Pash  explained  that  the  permanent  improvements  will  happen  as  the  new  developments  are 
constructed. 

Commissioner  Chow  said  that  considering  the  improvements  will  happen  over  many  years,  there 
should  be  a requirement  to  plant  trees  that  match  the  size  and  growth  of  those  existing. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  i of  the  Transbay  Folsom  Streetseape  Design  with  the 
contingency  to  create  better  connections  to  Oscar  Park  and  to  look  into  the  tree 
spacing:  Commissioner  Stryker 
Vote:  Unanimously  approved. 


6.  Public  Comment 

There  was  no  general  public  comment. 

7.  New  Business 

There  was  no  new  business. 

8.  Old  Business 

There  was  no  old  business. 

9.  Adjournment:  5:45  p.m. 

vmk  9/7/12 


4 of  4 


9/13/12  5:14  PM 


SFGov  : September  17,2012 


http://www.sf gov3  .org/index  .aspx  ?page=3890 


September  17,  2012 


San  Francisco  Arts  Commission 
CIVIC  DESIGN  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 


Monday,  September  17,  2012 

3:00  p.m. 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  70 


1.  Roll  Call 


Agenda 


GOVERN 

docu:,'  ; 


:PT 


lin/n 


70  <1 


2.  Staff  Report 


Discussion 


SEP  1 4 2012 

SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


3.  Moccasin  Control  and  Server  Building:  Phase  2 

Action 

Approximately  15  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  dates:  7/16/12 
Steve  Thomazin,  Project  Engineer,  SFPUC  HHWP 

Explanatory  document:  Moccasin  Control  and  Server  Building:  Phase  2 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  2 of  the  Moccasin  Control  and  Server  Building. 

4.  Sunol  Yard  Improvements:  Phase  1 

Action 

Approximately  20  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  date:  5/21/12 
Biyan  Dessaure,  Project  Manager,  SFPUC 

Stanley  So,  project  Architect,  DPW  Building  Design  and  Construction 
Martha  Ketterer,  Landscape  Architect,  DPW  Building  Design  and  Construction 

Explanatory  document:  Sunol  Yard  Improvements:  Phase  1 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  Sunol  Yard  Improvements. 


5.  17th  and  Folsom  Park:  Informational  Presentation 

Discussion 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  dates:  3/19/12, 5/23/12 

Approximately  15  minutes 

Mary  Hobson,  RPD  Project  Manager 

Andrea  Anfonso,  DPW  Landscape  Architect 
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Explanatory  document:  17th  and  Folsom  Park:  Informational  Presentation 


6.  ESSR  1,  Fire  Station  #36  Renovation:  Phase  1 and  2 

Action 

Approximately  20  minutes 

Explanatory  document:  ESSR  1,  Fire  Station  #36  Renovation:  Phase  1 and  2 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  1 and  2 of  the  of  the  ESSR  1,  Fire 
Station  #36  Renovation. 


7.  SFMTA  Operator  Convenience  Facilities:  Phase  2 and  3 

Action 

Approximately  10  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  dates:  5/21/12,  6/18/12,  7/16/12,  8/20/12 

Kerstin  Magary,  Senior  Manager,  SFMTA  Real  Estate 

Will  Kwan,  Architect,  DPW  BDC 

Tara  Lamont,  Interim  Manager,  DPW  BDC 

Explanatory  document:  SFMTA  Operator  Convenience  Facilities:  Phase  2 and  3 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  2 and  3 of  the  SFMTA  Operator  Convenience 
Facilities. 

8.  Portsmouth  Square  Restroom  Replacement  Project:  Informational  Presentation 

Discussion 

Approximately  20  minutes 

Marvin  Yee,  Project  Manager,  Recreation  and  Parks 
Susan  Aitken,  Architect,  Hamilton-)- Aitken  Architects 


9.  New  Business 

(This  item  is  to  allow  Commissioners  to  introduce  new  agenda  items  for  consideration.) 


10.  Old  Business 

(This  item  is  to  allow  Commissioners  to  update  previous  agenda  items.) 


11.  Public  Comment 

(This  item  is  to  allow  members  of  the  public  to  comment  generally  on  matters  within  the 
Committee’s  purview  as  well  as  to  suggest  new  agenda  items  for  the  Committee’s  consideration.) 


12.  Adjournment 

vmk  9/13/2012 
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agenda  to  the  Arts  Commission  will  be  available  for  public  inspection  and  copying  at  the  Arts  Commission 
office,  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  345,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  during  regular  business  hours.  Info:  Vicky 
Knoop  415-252-3214.  PLEASE  NOTE:  The  Arts  Commission  often  receives  documents  created  or 
submitted  by  other  City  officials,  agencies  or  departments  after  the  posting  of  the  Arts  Commission  agenda. 
For  such  documents  or  presentations,  members  of  the  public  may  wish  to  contact  the  originating  agency  if 
they  seek  documents  not  yet  provided  to  the  Arts  Commission. 

Public  comment  in  regard  to  specific  items  will  be  taken  before  or  during  consideration  of  the  item. 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited 
at  this  meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  of  any  person(s) 
responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic 
devices. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses, 
multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other 
attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical -based  products.  Please  help  the  City  accommodate  these 
individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability- related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to 
participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Vicky  Knoop,  415-252-3214,  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting, 
except  for  Monday  meetings,  for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative  action  may 
be  required  by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  (San  Francisco  Campaign  and  Governmental  Conduct 
Code  sections  2.100-2.160)  to  register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the 
Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact  the  Ethics  Commission  at  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San 
Francisco,  CA  94102,  telephone  415/252-3100,  fax  415/252-3112  and  http://www.sfethics.org/ethics 
/2009/i2/lobbyist-ordinance-20io.html. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 

Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decision  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions, 
boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people’s  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to 
the  people's  review. 

For  information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  (Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco 
Administrative  Code)  or  to  report  a violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  by  mail  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task 
Force,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room  244,  San  Francisco  CA  94102;  phone  at  (415)  554-7724;  fax  at 
(415)  554-7854;  or  by  email  at  sotf@sfgov.org 

Citizens  may  obtain  a free  copy  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  by  printing  Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco 
Administrative  Code  on  the  Internet,  at  http://www.sfbos.org/sunshine 
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An  audio  recording  of  this  meeting  is  available  online  at  the  following  address:  http://www.sfgov3.0rg 
/index.aspx?page=3420 
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Commissioners  present:  Cass  Calder  Smith,  Leo  Chow,  Dorka  Keehn 
Commissioners  absent:  Kimberlee  Stryker 
Staff  present : Vicky  Knoop 
Call  to  order:  3:00  p.m. 

1.  Roll  Call 
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Staff  Report 

There  was  no  staff  report. 
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Moccasin  Control  and  Server  Building:  Phase  2 

Steve  Thomazin,  Project  Engineer,  SFPUC  HHWP,  gave  an  overview  of  the  changes  since  the  last 
review  including  opportunities  to  retain  existing  vegetation  to  shade  the  parking  lot.  The  previously 
selected  trees,  redwoods,  have  been  replaced  with  a more  appropriate  tree  type  due  to  water  and  soil 
conditions. 


He  presented  the  demolition  plan,  sections  and  elevations. 

Commissioner  Chow  asked  about  the  location  of  the  air  conditioning  unit  and  the  generator. 

Mr.  Thomazin  explained  that  they  will  have  vegetation  and  rod  iron  fencing  around  the  generator  on 
the  rear  of  the  building.  The  same  fence  will  be  used  around  the  perimeter. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  2 of  the  Moccasin  Control  and  Server  Building  with  the 
contingency  of  providing  a three  dimensional  rendering  and  materials  samples  prior 
to  Phase  3 review:  Commissioner  Chow 
Vote:  Unanimously  approved. 


4.  Sunol  Yard  Improvements:  Phase  1 

Bryan  Dessaure,  Project  Manager,  SFPUC,  introduced  the  project  and  explained  the  three  main 
components:  Temple  Road  Improvements,  Watershed  Education  Center  and  SFPUC  Corporation 
Yard  Improvements.  Temple  Road  and  the  new  Watershed  Education  Center  are  intended  to 
highlight  the  Sunol  Water  Temple  and  create  a destination  for  the  public.  The  Corporation  Yard 
contains  offices,  vehicle  sheds  and  shops  for  the  maintenance  of  the  water  system  and  will  be  closed 
to  the  public. 
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Martha  Ketterer,  Landscape  Architect,  DPW  BDC,  explained  that  Temple  Road  is  about  a mile  long 
as  is  currently  has  some  planting.  The  intention  of  the  project  is  to  add  trees,  biking  and  walking 
access  along  the  roadway.  The  landscape  around  the  water  temple  includes  a lawn  area  extending 
from  the  road  to  the  temple.  There  are  currently  two  options  for  the  parking  lot  and  both  that  aim  to 
minimize  it's  impact. 

The  Commissioners  favored  the  first  scheme  which  did  not  have  a secondary  exit  onto  Temple  Road. 

Paul  Okamoto,  Architect,  presented  the  Watershed  Education  Center  facilities.  Of  the  three 
buildings,  the  center  lecture  hall  is  the  largest  and  has  the  greatest  impact. 

Tara  Lamont,  Interim  Manager,  DPW  BDC  presented  the  corporation  yard  for  the  PUC  and 
explained  that  the  current  yard  is  in  desperate  need  of  improvement.  The  yard  contains  several 
structures  including  a covered  vehicle  storage,  lab/office,  and  various  maintenance  shops.  A third  of 
the  site  is  a flood  plain,  but  some  of  the  unmanned  structures  will  be  in  the  plain. 

Martha  Ketterer,  Landscape  Architect,  DPW  Building  Design  and  Construction  presented  the 
landscape  plan  for  the  maintenance  yard.  She  explained  that  there  is  no  stormwater  management 
system,  so  the  site  will  have  bioswales,  rain  gardens  and  permeable  paving. 

Ms.  Lamont  presented  the  aesthetic  considerations,  inspiration  images  and  sketches  of  the 
individual  facilities. 

Commissioner  Chow  asked  if  restoration  of  the  Water  Temple  was  included  in  the  plan. 

Ms.  Ketterer  explained  that  it  was  extensively  renovated  10  years  ago. 

Commissioner  Chow  commented  that  the  temple  is  very  ornate  and  the  education  center  should  be 
more  of  an  abstract  object  in  the  landscape,  but  in  this  design,  the  buildings  seem  very  busy  and  of  a 
different  ilk.  He  recommended  the  design  team  think  of  something  that  is  a more  sculptural  form  but 
still  simple. 

Commissioner  Keehn  said  the  temple  and  the  new  buildings  should  relate  to  each  other  either  by 
being  similar  or  very  different. 

Commissioner  Chow  commented  on  the  landscape  plan  around  the  temple  and  stated  that  the  formal 
axis  tapers  off  into  the  existing  natural  planting,  but  the  landscape  approach  to  this  isn’t  clear. 

Ms.  Ketterer  explained  that  she  is  intending  to  create  a frame  between  formal  and  natural  spaces. 

She  added  that  the  paving  around  the  temple  will  relate  to  either  the  architecture  or  the  water. 

Commissioner  Smith  asked  about  adding  a reflecting  pool  similar  to  other  water  temples. 

Commissioner  Smith  asked  that  the  Watershed  Education  Center  return  to  the  Committee  with  a 
design  that  responds  to  the  site,  is  a more  simple  form,  and  does  not  detract  from  the  temple. 

Commissioner  Chow  commented  that  the  maintenance  yard  buildings  should  be  a very  simple  form 
and  recommended  that  they  are  under  a single  pavilion  roof. 

Commissioner  Smith  commented  that  the  planning  and  siting  for  the  maintenance  yard  and  the 
landscape  concept  are  appropriate.  The  buildings  need  to  have  an  idea  and  concept.  If  they  are 
agricultural  or  industrial,  that  should  be  clear.  The  office  building  should  not  look  like  a school  or  a 
library  since  it’s  not  a public  building. 
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Tara  Lamont,  Interim  Manager,  DPW  BDC  explained  that  the  project  received  a conditional  phase  2 
and  3 approval  at  the  last  meeting,  and  they  are  presenting  the  modified  design  today.  The  main 
changes  include  removing  a rounded  mesh  area  on  the  side  of  the  building  and  redesigning  the  rear 
wall. 

Commissioner  Smith  commented  that  the  door  should  be  to  one  side  of  the  wall  and  look  like  a 
panel. 

Commissioner  Chow  requested  that  the  design  team  address  the  connection  between  the  curved  wall 
and  the  roof. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  2 and  3 of  the  SFMTA  Operator  Convenience  Facilities  with 
the  contingency  of  modifying  the  door  and  refining  the  connection  of  the  wall  to  the 
roof:  Commissioner  Chow 
Vote:  Unanimously  approved 

6.  17th  and  Folsom  Park:  Informational  Presentation 

Mary  Hobson,  RPD  Project  Manager  introduced  the  project  and  explained  that  they  are  clarifying 
some  items  from  Phase  1 review  per  the  Commissioners'  request.  She  explained  that  this  is  a new 
park  in  place  of  a currently  a parking  lot.  The  revisions  since  the  last  presentation  include  a 
demonstration  garden,  an  art  component,  the  theme  of  an  edible  park  and  refinements  to  other 
features.  Additionally,  while  a restroom  isn’t  in  the  budget  for  the  current  park,  there  will  be  a 
structure  that  will  have  portable  toilets  and  will  hold  the  footprint  of  a future  permanent  restroom. 
The  entry  points  on  Folsom  and  on  Shotwell  along  17th  Street  have  been  expanded  with  bulb  outs  to 
create  a more  prominent  entry  space.  The  arbor  structure  has  been  rotated  to  open  the  park.  She 
explained  that  they  have  selected  an  artist  that  will  be  creating  a fence  motif  to  reference  the  history 
and  culture  of  the  community.  The  fence  will  be  between  y,-8’  but  will  be  as  transparent  as  possible 
and  will  relate  the  artwork  being  created  for  the  gates. 

Commissioner  Smith  commented  that  the  design  has  progressed  well  and  suggested  an  additional  set 
of  benches  along  the  path  in  the  park. 

Commissioner  Chow  made  a recommendation  for  the  Visual  Arts  Committee  to  consider  moving  the 
artwork  to  the  interior  of  the  park,  so  that  the  fence  is  as  transparent  and  possible.  He  added  that  he 
still  feels  that  the  design  is  a bit  closed.  He  asked  why  there  was  no  bulb  out  on  Folsom  street. 

7.  Earthquake  Safety  and  Emergency  Response  Bond  (ESER  1)  — Neighborhood  Fire 
Stations:  Informational  Presentation 

Gabriella  Judd  Cirelli,  Project  Manager,  gave  an  overview  of  the  bond  program  including  funding 
sources  and  renovation  strategies.  She  explained  that  they  are  looking  for  specific  areas  for  the  public 
art,  and  are  considering  using  all  of  the  funds  in  one  location.  She  explained  that  the  stations  will  be 
coming  individually  to  the  Committee  for  review. 


8.  ESER  1,  Fire  Station  #36  Renovation:  Phase  1 and  2,  was  tabled  until  the  next  meeting. 

9.  Portsmouth  Square  Restroom  Replacement  Project:  Informational  Presentation,  w as 
removed  from  the  agenda  at  the  request  of  the  presenters. 


10.  Public  Comment 

There  was  no  general  public  comment. 


New  Business 

There  was  no  new  business. 
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12.  Old  Business 

There  was  no  old  business. 

13.  Adjournment:  6:00  p.m. 

vmk  9/22/12 
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San  Francisco  Arts  Commission 
CIVIC  DESIGN  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 


Monday,  October  15,  2012 

3:00  p.m. 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  70 


1.  Roll  Call 
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3.  Portsmouth  Square  Restroom  Replacement  Project:  Phase  1 

Action 

Approximate:  20  minutes 

Marvin  Yee,  Project  Manager,  Recreation  and  Parks 
Susan  Aitken,  Hamilton-Aitken  Architects 
Joey  Favaloro,  Hamilton-Aitken  Architects 
Cliff  Lowe,  Chff  Lowe  Associates 
Katy  Taylor,  Chff  Lowe  Associates 

Explanatory  document:  Portsmouth  Square  Restroom:  Phase  1 Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  Portsmouth  Square  Restroom 
Replacement  Project. 


4.  Earthquake  Safety  and  Emergency  Response  Bond  (ESER 1),  Fire  Station  #36 
Renovation:  Phase  1 and  2 

Action 

Approximately  10  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  date:  9/ 17/ 12 

Eric  Robinson,  Principal,  Paulett  Taggart  Architects 

Gabriella  Judd  Cirelli,  Project  Manager,  Department  of  Public  Works 

Explanatory  document:  Fire  Station  #36:  Phase  1 and  2 Presentation  PDF 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  1 and  2 of  the  ESER  1,  Fire  Station  #36 
Renovation. 

5.  ESER  1,  Fire  Station  #16:  Informational  Presentation 

Discussion 
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Approximately  15  minutes 

Andrew  Maloney,  Architect,  Department  of  Public  Works 
Gabriella  Judd  Cirelli,  Project  Manager,  Department  of  Public  Works 

Explanatory  document:  Fire  Station  #16:  Informational  Presentation  PDF 


6.  San  Francisco  Office  of  the  Chief  Medical  Examiner:  Informational  Presentation 

Discussion 

Approximately  15  minutes 

Jim  Buker,  Senior  Architect,  Department  of  Public  Works 
John  Matthies,  Project  Manager,  Department  of  Public  Works 

Explanatory  document:  Office  of  Chief  Medical  Examiner:  Informational  Presentation 


7.  New  Business 

(This  item  is  to  allow  Commissioners  to  introduce  new  agenda  items  for  consideration.) 


8.  Old  Business 

(This  item  is  to  allow  Commissioners  to  update  previous  agenda  items.) 


9.  Public  Comment 

(This  item  is  to  allow  members  of  the  public  to  comment  generally  on  matters  within  the 
Committee’s  purview  as  well  as  to  suggest  new  agenda  items  for  the  Committee’s  consideration.) 


10.  Adjournment 

vmk  10/11/2012 

Notices 

Explanatory  documents  listed  above,  as  well  as  documents  created  or  distributed  after  the  posting  of  this 
agenda  to  the  Arts  Commission  will  be  available  for  public  inspection  and  copying  at  the  Arts  Commission 
office,  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  345,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  during  regular  business  hours.  Info:  Vicky 
Knoop  415-252-3214.  PLEASE  NOTE:  The  Arts  Commission  often  receives  documents  created  or 
submitted  by  other  City  officials,  agencies  or  departments  after  the  posting  of  the  Arts  Commission  agenda. 
For  such  documents  or  presentations,  members  of  the  public  may  wish  to  contact  the  originating  agency  if 
they  seek  documents  not  yet  provided  to  the  Arts  Commission. 

Public  comment  in  regard  to  specific  items  will  be  taken  before  or  during  consideration  of  the  item. 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited 
at  this  meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  of  any  person(s) 
responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic 
devices. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses, 
multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other 
attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City  accommodate  these 
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individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability- related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to 
participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Vicky  Knoop,  415-252-3214,  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting, 
except  for  Monday  meetings,  for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative  action  may 
be  required  by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  (San  Francisco  Campaign  and  Governmental  Conduct 
Code  sections  2.100-2.160)  to  register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the 
Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact  the  Ethics  Commission  at  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San 
Francisco,  CA  94102,  telephone  415/252-3100,  fax  415/252-3112  and  http://www.sfethics.org/ethics 
/2009/i2/lobbyist-ordinance-20io.html. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 

Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decision  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions, 
boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to 
the  people's  review. 

For  information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  (Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco 
Administrative  Code)  or  to  report  a violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  by  mail  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task 
Force,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room  244,  San  Francisco  CA  94102;  phone  at  (415)  554-7724;  fax  at 
(415)  554-7854;  or  by  email  at  sotf@sfgov.org 

Citizens  may  obtain  a free  copy  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  by  printing  Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco 
Administrative  Code  on  the  Internet,  at  http://www.sfbos.org/simshine 
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An  audio  recording  of  this  meeting  is  available  online  at  the  following  address:  http://www.sfgov3.0rg 
/index.aspx?page=3420 


CIVIC  DESIGN  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 
Monday,  October  15,  2012 

3:00  p.m. 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  70 

Minutes 


GOVERNMENT 
DOCUMEmS  DEP1 

NOV  1 5 2012 


7 0.3 


Call  to  order:  3:00  p.m. 


1.  Roll  Call 

Commissioners  present:  Cass  Calder  Smith,  Leo  Chow,  Dorka  Keehn,  Kimberlee  Stryker,  Gwyneth 
Borden 

Commissioners  absent:  none 

Staff  present : Rebekah  Krell,  Vicky  Knoop 


2.  Staff  Report 

There  was  no  staff  report. 


3.  Portsmouth  Square  Restroom  Replacement  Project:  Phase  1 

Marvin  Yee,  Project  Manager,  Recreation  and  Parks  Department  introduced  the  project  and 
explained  the  community  engagement  process.  They  expressed  concern  with  vandalism,  pigeon 
problems,  and  planting  invasive  bamboo.  These  items  have  been  addressed  in  the  current  design. 

Susan  Aitken,  Hamilton-Aitken  Architects,  presented  the  current  site  conditions.  The  proposed 
building  will  be  larger  than  the  existing  and  include  a family  space  in  addition  to  the  mens  and 
womens  restrooms.  She  explained  that  the  forms  of  the  new  restroom  will  reference  traditional 
Chinese  architecture,  but  still  be  modem.  The  design  includes  screens  for  ventilation  and  privacy  and 
the  materials  include  glazed  CMU,  open  metal  screens,  and  metal  roofing. 

Cliff  Lowe,  Cliff  Lowe  Associates,  presented  the  landscape  plan  which  includes  flowering  shrubs  and 
pines.  The  planting  will  be  dense  to  delineate  between  plaza  spaces  and  planted  space.  Thorny  plants 
will  be  used  to  deter  use  of  maintenance  areas. 

Commissioner  Stryker  asked  about  the  relationship  between  the  Walter  Lum  Alley  and  the  park.  She 
commented  that  it  might  be  a usable  space. 

Ms.  Aitken  responded  that  the  connection  between  the  playground  and  the  restroom  is  clear  and 
direct.  Using  the  backside  of  the  restroom  for  physical  access  would  make  this  difficult  due  to  grade 
changes.  She  added  that  there  is  a shallow  soil  depth  for  planting. 

Commissioner  Stryker  suggested  using  the  planter  walls  as  additional  seating  opportunities. 
Commissioner  Keehn  recommended  using  a fight  tile  on  the  exterior,  but  not  bright  white. 
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Commissioner  Chow  said  that  he  appreciated  the  exploration  of  the  traditional  architecture,  but  it 
stops  short  at  roof  shape  and  doesn’t  express  other  ideas  or  concepts.  He  made  a side  note  that 
current  architecture  in  China  is  much  more  contemporary.  He  recommended  they  look  into  Kahn 
Trenton  Bath  House.  He  said  that  the  architecture  is  about  a pavilion,  creating  a roof,  and  filling 
underneath  that.  He  suggested  looking  at  using  traditional  materials  being  reinterpreted  in  modem 
ways. 

Commissioner  Smith  added  that  the  design  is  headed  in  the  right  direction,  but  needs  further 
development. 

Commissioner  Stryker  suggested  using  traditional  planting  techniques  and  ideas,  such  as  a using 
plants  that  tell  a story. 

Commissioner  Smith  recommended  looking  at  the  placement  of  the  doors. 

Commissioner  Chow  commented  that  it  would  be  good  to  fill  the  space  to  the  alley. 

Ms.  Aitken  responded  that  if  the  roof  is  accessible,  someone  will  get  on  it. 

Commissioner  Smith  asked  the  project  team  to  return  with  additional  concepts  considering  the 
comments. 

Mr.  Yee  asked  to  meet  before  the  next  meeting,  and  the  Commissioners  agreed. 


4.  Earthquake  Safety  and  Emergency  Response  Bond  (ESER 1),  Fire  Station  #36 
Renovation:  Phase  1 and  2 

Eric  Robinson,  Principal,  Paulett  Taggart  Architects,  presented  the  site  plan  and  explained  the 
location  and  current  building  condition.  The  renovation  will  be  mostly  interior  and  seismic  upgrades, 
but  a new  elevator  will  be  added  to  the  rear  of  the  building  for  ADA  accessibility.  There  is  a 
possibility  of  replacing  the  existing  fire  bay  doors  with  new  bi-fold  horizontal  doors. 

Commissioner  Smith  asked  about  the  changes  since  the  last  review. 

Mr.  Robinson  responded  that  the  elevator  has  been  moved  from  the  south  to  the  west  side  of  the 
building  due  to  the  placement  of  utilities  and  mechanical  codes. 

Commissioner  Keehn  asked  about  the  public  art  funds. 

Gabriella  Judd  Cirelli,  Project  Manager,  Department  of  Public  Works  explained  that  the  entire  bond 
project  is  $500,000. 

Commissioner  Stryker  asked  about  fighting  in  the  area.  She  also  asked  about  planting  additional 
trees. 

Ms.  Cirelli  commented  that  they  could  work  with  local  nonprofits  for  additional  steet  trees. 

Commissioner  Smith  asked  that  the  design  team  explore  the  colors  of  the  doors,  flag  pole  and 
windows. 

Commissioner  Chow  commented  that  the  jams  should  be  different  from  the  doors  so  that  the  doors 
themselves  are  special.  He  commented  that  they  should  create  an  outdoor  space  that  is  on  level  plane 
with  ground  floor  and  the  ramp  should  work  into  that  concept. 

Motion  to  approve  Phases  1 and  2 of  the  ESER  1,  Fire  Station  #36  Renovation  with  the 
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contingency  that  the  colors  and  materials  are  reviewed  prior  to  Phase  3 and  ramp  and 
rear  yard  option  are  explored. 

5.  ESER 1,  Fire  Station  #16:  Informational  Presentation 

Gabriella  Judd  Cirelli,  Project  Manager,  Department  of  Public  Works,  introduced  the  project  and 
explained  that  the  original  building  was  constructed  in  the  1930s  and  was  dramatically  renovated  in 
the  1950s.  The  cost  of  seismic  upgrade  was  greater  than  that  of  a new  building.  The  historic 
evaluation  found  that  the  character  of  the  building  was  not  significant  as  a historic  resource.  She 
presented  the  site  context,  which  is  residential,  and  the  concept  drawings  for  the  layout  and 
functions. 

Commissioner  Smith  asked  about  the  community  process. 

Ms.  Cirelli  explained  that  they  are  doing  early  outreach  to  gather  information  on  what  is  important  to 
the  community. 

Commissioner  Borden  commented  that  new  buildings  are  more  modem.  What  you  build  today 
should  be  of  today  and  no  be  false  historicism. 

Commissioner  Chow  recommended  going  to  the  community  with  design  concepts  instead  of  choices. 
Commissioner  Chow  also  recommended  finding  a way  to  get  more  outdoor  space. 

6.  San  Francisco  Office  of  the  Chief  Medical  Examiner:  Informational  Presentation 

Jim  Buker,  Senior  Architect,  Department  of  Public  Works  introduced  the  project  and  explained  the 
the  project  is  part  of  the  ESER  bond. 

Lee  VanDeKerchove,  Architect,  Crime  Lab  Design,  presented  the  existing  building  which  was  built  in 
1984.  He  explained  that  it  is  near  to  the  India  Basin  area  which  is  transitioning  to  recreational  use.  A 
nearby  substation  will  also  soon  be  removed.  The  goal  for  the  project  is  to  produce  an  effective  and 
open  work  environment,  engage  with  the  surrounding  context  and  convey  a civic  identity.  The 
building  will  be  modified  to  promote  daylight  and  privacy. 

Commissioner  Keehn  asked  about  the  opportunity  for  a green  roof  or  usable  roof  space. 

Mr.  Buker  responded  that  there  is  quite  a bit  of  mechanical  equipment  on  the  roof.  He  added  that 
there  is  a new  secure  outdoor  public  area.  The  design  is  intended  to  engage  the  neighborhood  where 
possible,  have  a modem  expression  and  meet  all  environmental  requirements. 

Commissioner  Smith  asked  why  they  aren’t  building  a new  structure. 

Mr.  Lee  responded  that  it  is  for  entitlement  reasons. 

Commissioner  Stryker  asked  about  the  sustainability. 

Commissioner  Smith  suggested  Resista,  a material  like  wood,  but  more  sustainable. 

Commissioner  Borden  asked  if  they  had  looked  into  what  the  neighborhood  will  be  like  in  the  next 
few  years.  She  asked  to  see  this  design  in  the  context  of  the  vision  and  plan  for  the  neighborhood  and 
community. 

Commissioner  Chow  recommended  creating  an  outdoor  space  the  looks  towards  the  bay. 
Commissioner  Stryker  recommended  creating  more  green  space  and  reducing  the  parking. 
Commissioner  Stryker  asked  about  sea  rise  and  planning  for  the  rising  tides  over  the  next  40  years. 
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Commissioner  Smith  suggested  creating  a foreground  for  the  building  with  planting. 


7.  Public  Comment 

There  was  no  general  public  comment. 

8.  New  Business 

There  was  no  new  business. 

9.  Old  Business 

There  was  no  old  business. 

10.  Adjournment:  5:15  p.m. 
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San  Francisco  Arts  Commission 
CIVIC  DESIGN  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 


Monday,  November  19,  2012 

3:00  p.m. 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  70 


NOV  1 5 2012 


Agenda 


1.  Roll  Call 


SAN  FRANC 


PUB! 


2.  SFMTA  Operators  Facilities  - Potrero,  Hudson  and  Ortega  Locations:  Phase  2 and  3 

Action 


This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  dates:  5/12/12,  6/18/12,  7/16/12,  and  8/20/12 
Drew  Howard,  SFMTA  Project  Manager 


Explanatory  document:  SFMTA  Operators  Facilities  - Potrero,  Hudson  and  Ortega  Locations:  Phase 
2 and  3 Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  2 and  3 of  the  SFMTA  Operators  Facilities  - 
Potrero,  Hudson  and  Ortega  Locations. 


3.  San  Francisco  Groundwater  Supply  Well  Stations:  Phase  2 

Action 

Approximately  10  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  dates:  10/19/09,  2/8/10 

Jeff  Gilman,  Project  Manager,  PUC 

Paul  De  Freitas,  Architectural  Associate  II,  DPW  BDC 

Explanatory  document:  San  Francisco  Groundwater  Supply  Well  Stations:  Phase  2 Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  2 of  the  San  Francisco  Groundwater  Supply  Well 
Stations. 


4.  ESER 1,  Fire  Station  #16:  Phase  1 

Action 

Approximately  20  minute 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  date:  10/22/12 
Andrew  Maloney,  Architect,  Department  of  Public  Works 
Gabriella  Judd  Cirelli,  Project  Manager,  Department  of  Public  Works 


Approximate:  10  minutes 


Tara  Lamont,  DPW  BDC  Manager 
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Explanatory  document:  ESER  l,  Fire  Station  #16:  Phase  l Presentation 
Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  l of  the  ESER  l,  Fire  Station  #16. 


5.  Staff  Report 

Discussion 


6.  New  Business 

( This  item  is  to  allow  Commissioners  to  introduce  new  agenda  items  for  consideration.) 


7.  Old  Business 

(This  item  is  to  allow  Commissioners  to  update  previous  agenda  items.) 


8.  Public  Comment 

(This  item  is  to  allow  members  of  the  public  to  comment  generally  on  matters  within  the 
Committee’s  purview  as  well  as  to  suggest  new  agenda  items  for  the  Committee’s  consideration.) 


9.  Adjournment 

vmk  11/15/201 2 

Notices 

Explanatory  documents  listed  above,  as  well  as  documents  created  or  distributed  after  the  posting  of  this 
agenda  to  the  Arts  Commission  will  be  available  for  public  inspection  and  copying  at  the  Arts  Commission 
office,  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  345,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  during  regular  business  hours.  Info:  Vicky 
Knoop  415-252-3214.  PLEASE  NOTE:  The  Arts  Commission  often  receives  documents  created  or 
submitted  by  other  City  officials,  agencies  or  departments  after  the  posting  of  the  Arts  Commission  agenda. 
For  such  documents  or  presentations,  members  of  the  public  may  wish  to  contact  the  originating  agency  if 
they  seek  documents  not  yet  provided  to  the  Arts  Commission. 

Public  comment  in  regard  to  specific  items  will  be  taken  before  or  during  consideration  of  the  item. 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited 
at  this  meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  of  any  person(s) 
responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic 
devices. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses, 
multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other 
attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City  accommodate  these 
individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to 
participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Vicky  Knoop,  415-252-3214,  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting, 
except  for  Monday  meetings,  for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative  action  may 
be  required  by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  (San  Francisco  Campaign  and  Governmental  Conduct 
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Code  sections  2.100-2.160)  to  register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the 
Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact  the  Ethics  Commission  at  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San 
Francisco,  CA  94102,  telephone  415/252-3100,  fax  415/252-3112  and  http://www.sfethics.org/ethics 
/2009/i2/lobbyist-ordinance-20io.html. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 

Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decision  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions, 
boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to 
the  people's  review. 

For  information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  (Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco 
Administrative  Code)  or  to  report  a violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  by  mail  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task 
Force,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room  244,  San  Francisco  CA  94102;  phone  at  (415)  554-7724;  fax  at 
(415)  554-7854;  or  by  email  at  sotf@sfgov.org 

Citizens  may  obtain  a free  copy  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  by  printing  Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco 
Administrative  Code  on  the  Internet,  at  http://www.sfbos.org/simshine 

ACCESSIBLE  MEETING  POLICY 

Per  the  American  Disabilities  Act  and  the  Language  Access  Ordinance,  Chinese,  Spanish,  and/or  American 
Sign  Language  interpreters  will  be  available  upon  request.  Additionally,  every  effort  will  be  made  to  provide 
a sound  enhancement  system,  meeting  materials  in  alternative  formats,  and/or  a reader.  Minutes  may  be 
translated  after  they  have  been  adopted  by  the  Commission.  For  all  these  requests,  please  contact  Vicky 
Knoop,  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager,  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting  at  415-252-2314.  Late 
requests  will  be  honored  if  possible.  The  hearing  room  is  wheelchair  accessible. 


m mm. 

ft,  415-252-3214 

[r]  Vicky  Knoop,  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager  iHitio  A,  3=f  RiBeWiS, 

mm0  mmmmmmmmmo 


POLITICA  DE  ACCESO  A LA  REUNION 

De  acuerdo  con  la  Ley  sobre  Estadounidenses  con  Discapacidades  (American  Disabilities  Act)  y la 
Ordenanza  de  Acceso  a Idiomas  (Language  Access  Ordinance)  interpretes  de  chino,  espanol,  y lenguaje  de 
senas  estaran  disponibles  de  ser  requeridos.  En  adicion,  se  hara  todo  el  esfuerzo  posible  para  proveer  un 
sistema  mejoramiento  de  sonido,  materiales  de  la  reunion  en  formatos  alternatives,  y/o  proveer  un  leedor. 
Las  minutas  podran  ser  traducidas  luego  de  ser  aprobadas  por  la  Comision.  Para  solicitar  estos  servicios, 
favor  contactar  a Vicky  Knoop,  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager,  por  lo  menos  48  horas  antes  de  la 
reunion  al  415-252-3214.  Las  solicitudes  tardias  seran  consideradas  de  ser  posible.  La  sala  de  audiencia  es 
accesible  a silla  de  ruedas. 
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November  19,  2012 


An  audio  recording  of  this  meeting  is  available  online  at  the  following  address:  http://www.sfgov3.0rg 
/index.aspx?page=3420 


CIVIC  DESIGN  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 


Monday,  November  19,  2012 

3:00  p.m. 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  70 

Minutes 


GOVERNMENT 
DOCUMENTS  DEPT 

DEC  1 4 2012 


Call  to  order:  3:10  p.m. 


7 0. 1 


1.  Roll  Call 

Commissioners  present:  Leo  Chow,  Dorka  Keehn,  Kimberlee  Stryker 
Commissioners  absent:  Cass  Calder  Smith,  Gwyneth  Borden 
Staff  present : Rebekah  Krell,  Vicky  Knoop 


SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


Commissioner  Chow  announced  that  agenda  item  6,  New  Business,  would  be  moved  to  the 
beginning  of  the  agenda. 


2.  New  Business: 

Commissioner  Chow  opened  the  floor  to  public  comment. 

Ms.  Paula  Datesh  read  a statement  regarding  the  Street  Artist  Program  and  submitted  it  to  the  public 
record.  The  document  is  available  here:  Paula  Datesh  Public  Comment  - 11/19/12 

Commissioner  Chow  explained  that  the  Civic  Design  Review  Committee  does  not  have  oversight  of 
the  Street  Artist  program.  He  said  that  public  comment  on  this  program  should  be  heard  at  the 
Street  Artist  hearing  or  the  Full  Commission  meeting.  He  closed  the  floor  to  public  comment. 


3.  SFMTA  Operators  Facilities  - Potrero,  Hudson  and  Ortega  Locations:  Phase  2 and  3 

Drew  Howard,  SFMTA  Project  Manager,  explained  that  further  measures  were  taken  with 
community  outreach.  Follow  up  meetings  with  the  neighborhood  and  community  members  will 
continue.  He  submitted  an  email  for  the  record  from  a community  member:  Leora  Broydo  Vestel 
Public  Comment  11-19-12 

Tara  Lamont,  DPW  BDC  Manager,  described  design  changes  for  the  facilities.  The  widths  of  some  of 
the  of  the  units  was  reduced  to  better  fit  the  site  conditions  and  that  the  doors  were  redesigned  to 
resemble  panels  per  the  Commissioner’s  recommendations.  Ms.  Lamont  presented  the  revised 
designs  for  the  Hudson  structure.  Design  concerns  about  the  planting  palette  and  scale  of  the 
structure  have  been  addressed  since  the  last  review. 

Commissioner  Stryker  stated  that  she  liked  the  changes  that  were  made  to  the  irrigation,  planting 
and  the  drought  tolerant  plant  pallet. 
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Commissioner  Keehn  asked  if  the  door  was  self-locking  to  avoid  vandalism  problems. 

Ms.  Lamont  explained  that  the  door  is  not  open  to  the  public  and  that  access  is  limited  to  those  who 
are  permitted  to  utilize  the  facilities. 

Commissioner  Stryker  inquired  about  the  power  supply  to  the  facilities  as  well  as  what  measures 
were  taken  to  preserve  energy  use. 

Ms.  Lamont  explained  that  the  lights  were  self-timing  and  would  be  tied  into  the  City’s  electric  and 
water  systems. 

Commissioner  Chow  stated  concerns  about  the  proximity  of  the  Ortega  facilities  to  the  comer.  He 
expressed  the  significance  of  the  foot  traffic  on  street  comers  and  suggested  moving  the  facility 
further  away  from  the  comer. 

Mr.  Howard  explained  that  a phone  pole  and  a residential  driveway  obstructed  the  site  and  limited 
the  available  space  near  the  intersection.  He  also  explained  that  the  decision  for  the  proposed 
location  was  influence  by  concerns  of  obstructing  residential  windows. 

Mr.  Howard  expressed  the  need  to  be  aware  of  the  bus  stop  and  allocating  space  for  people  waiting  at 
the  bus  stop.  The  current  plans  allow  for  a minimum  of  six  feet  for  an  open  sidewalk  that  will  be 
conducive  to  foot  traffic. 

Ms.  Lamont  described  design  changes  for  the  facilities  at  the  Ortega  location.  The  plans  have  altered 
the  facility  to  be  narrower  to  allow  for  more  space  in  the  area. 

Commissioner  Chow  inquired  about  the  Hudson  location  and  asked  if  the  structure  could  be 
relocated  to  Newhall  Street.  He  emphasized  the  significance  of  keeping  sidewalks  as  open  as  possible 
to  accommodate  foot  traffic.  He  suggested  that  if  the  structure  must  be  on  the  sidewalk  then  a 
location  with  lower  levels  of  foot  traffic  may  be  a better  site  option. 

Mr.  Howard  explained  that  he  has  considered  the  location;  however,  he  has  concerns  about  the 
existing  trees  and  stated  that  the  relocation  would  require  removing  the  trees.  He  also  expressed  that 
the  area  may  be  too  cramped  if  the  facility  is  relocated  to  Newhall  Street. 

Commissioner  Chow  suggested  that  more  location  options  should  be  considered. 

Commissioner  Chow  opened  the  floor  for  public  comment. 

Eric  Williams,  President  of  the  Transportation  Workers  Union,  emphasized  that  the  facilities  are 
very  crucial  for  the  employees  that  rely  on  them. 

Commissioner  Chow  closed  the  floor  to  public  comment. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  2 and  3 of  the  SFMTA  Operator  Facilities  at  the  Potrero  and 
Ortega  locations:  Commissioner  Chow 
Vote:  Unanimously  approved. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  2 and  3 of  the  SFMTA  Operator  Facilities  at  the  Hudson 
location  contingent  on  exploration  of  siting  the  facility  on  Newhall  Street: 
Commissioner  Chow 
Vote:  Unanimously  approved. 


4.  San  Francisco  Groundwater  Supply  Well  Stations:  Phase  2 
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Jeff  Gilman,  Project  Manager,  requested  to  change  the  Lake  Merced  well  station  rooftop  reflecting 
pool  to  a vegetated  roof.  He  explained  that  it  would  provide  a better  aesthetic  and  generate  greater 
environmental  benefits.  The  vegetative  roof  system  would  use  water  from  the  overboarding  process 
for  irrigation.  The  reflecting  pool  design  required  a high  level  of  water  pressure  and  energy  use  that 
also  and  would  need  to  be  consistently  maintained.  The  vegetative  roof  would  alleviate  some  of  the 
maintenance.  Mr.  Gilman,  Project  Manager,  also  commented  that  consistent  maintenance  would 
legally  require  safety  railing  that  would  distract  from  the  overall  aesthetic  of  the  structure. 

Paul  De  Freitas,  Architectural  Associate  II,  said  that  they  explored  several  options  to  express  the 
function  of  the  station  in  it’s  design  including  a water  cascade  into  the  lake  and  use  of  paving 
treatments.  The  horizontal  bands  of  mica  paving  was  selected  as  the  only  viable  alternative.  The 
paving  would  include  spans  of  sparkle  pave  set  into  a flat  matte  finish  concrete.  He  presented 
materials  samples  of  the  proposed  finishes. 

Commissioner  Keehn  recommended  a single  paving  type  and  commented  favorably  on  the  vegetative 
roof  rather  than  the  reflective  pool. 

Mr.  De  Freitas  explained  that  the  alternating  colors  were  designed  to  reference  the  patterns  created 
on  the  surface  of  the  lake. 

Commissioner  Stryker  inquired  about  the  vegetation  on  the  roof. 

Mr.  De  Freitas,  explained  that  the  majority  of  the  vegetation  will  be  primarily  Beach  Strawberry,  and 
will  also  include  Iris,  however  more  alternatives  are  still  being  reviewed. 

Commissioner  Stryker  expressed  concerns  about  the  use  of  Iris,  but  liked  the  overall  vegetation 
palette. 

Commissioner  Chow  expressed  that  he  would  prefer  that  the  paving  surface  was  the  mica  concrete  to 
unify  the  overall  aesthetic. 

Commissioner  Chow  opened  the  floor  for  public  comment.  There  was  none. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  2 for  the  San  Francisco  Groundwater  Supply  Well  Stations 
with  the  contingency  of  revising  the  paving  and  removing  the  Iris  from  the  green  roof 
plant  palette:  Commissioner  Chow 
Vote:  Unanimously  approved. 


5.  ESER  l,  Fire  Station  #16:  Phase  l 

Gabriella  Judd  Cirelli,  Project  Manager,  presented  updates  to  the  approval  process  since  last  month: 
City  Planning  voted  that  the  building  is  not  a historic  resource  and  is  not  subject  to  historic 
preservation.  Ms.  Judd  Cirelli  met  with  SFAC  and  will  pool  funding  from  stations  5,  35,  and  16  to 
support  public  art.  No  public  art  component  is  proposed  for  this  station  due  to  it’s  location  and 
limited  facade  space. 

Ms.  Lamont  explained  that  the  design  revisions  are  meant  to  convey  a civic  presence  as  well  as  to  be 
mindful  of  its  location  in  a primarily  residential  area.  There  are  also  limitations  to  the  design  due  to  a 
small  budget.  Ms.  Lamont  also  explained  that  the  narrow  space  poses  restrictions  to  the  design.  Ms. 
Lamont  also  stated  that  the  Fire  Department  prefers  the  first  of  the  two  new  designs. 

Andrew  Maloney,  DPW  BDC,  Architect,  described  the  materials  for  the  first  design.  The  station  will 
have  a granite  base,  stucco  above  the  arch,  wooden  window  frames,  copper  flashing  and  gutters,  as 
well  as  a small  rod  iron  balcony.  The  entrance  is  wood  storefront,  the  roof  is  mission  barrel,  and  the 
bay  doors  are  steel  and  glass. 
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Ms.  Lamont  also  presented  an  alternative  design  using  black  and  white  marble  that  was  not  favored 
by  the  Fire  Department. 

Commissioner  Chow  commented  that  the  composition  of  the  new  building  is  good,  but  there  are 
alternatives  for  approaching  the  building  that  are  not  historicist.  He  recommended  using  traditional 
materials  to  express  a contemporary  design,  or  working  with  the  reverse  concept  and  creating  a more 
historic  design  that  uses  modern  materials.  He  commented  that  the  second  design  seemed  very  dated 
and  was  not  referencing  modem  architecture. 

Commissioner  Keehn  stated  that  the  neighborhood  is  in  transition  and  that  building  in  modem 
designs  could  encourage  more  contemporary  development.  Commissioner  Keehn  also  suggested  that 
modem  design  can  still  reference  a civic  presence  without  conforming  to  historical  standards. 

Ms.  Lamont  expressed  concerns  about  the  neighborhood’s  perspective  and  that  the  community  is 
interested  in  historical  design  strategies. 

Commissioner  Keehn  stated  that  the  community  may  be  open  to  modem  designs  based  on  the  way 
they  are  presented  and  could  be  excited  about  something  more  contemporary. 

Ms.  Judd  Cirelli  conveyed  that  the  Fire  Department  prefers  a home  like  design  that  is  functional  and 
preferred  the  historical  references. 

Commissioner  Chow  asked  the  project  team  to  return  with  revised  designs  at  the  next  meeting. 

The  Deputy  Director  of  SFFD  explained  that  they  would  like  the  fire  station  to  have  residential 
qualities  and  blend  into  the  neighborhood.  He  added  that  there  are  other  stations  in  this  bond  that 
would  be  more  appropriate  for  a strong  architectural  statement,  but  this  station  would  benefit  from  a 
more  restrained  design. 


6.  Staff  Report 

Vicky  Knoop,  Program  Manager,  Civic  Design  Review,  presented  new  guidelines  for  reviewing 
plaques  to  be  placed  on  public  property. 

Commissioner  Stryker  suggested  requiring  maintenance  plans  with  each  submission.  She  also 
recommended  that  there  be  a limited  number  of  plaques  in  any  given  area  to  avoid  clutter  in  public 
space. 

Commissioner  Stryker  and  Commissioner  Chow  agreed  that  it  would  be  good  to  have  a larger 
conversation  about  how  the  placement  of  street  furnishings,  plaques  and  utilities  are  regulated. 

Commissioner  Chow  opened  the  floor  for  public  comment. 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

7.  Public  Comment 

There  was  no  general  public  comment. 

8.  Old  Business 

There  was  no  old  business. 

9.  Adjournment:  4:50  p.m. 

MC 11/28/12 
vmk  1/28/12 
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Translated  written  materials  and  interpretation  services  are  available  to  you  at  no  cost. 

For  assistance,  please  notify  Vicky  Knoop,  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager,  415-252-3214. 

gflUSSBTiffifttKlSSiilSiM  PIIlo 

tti'fftfftln  W Vicky  Knoop,  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager, 

415-252-3214. 

Materiales  traducidos  y servicios  de  interpretation  estan  disponibles  para  usted  de  manera  gratuita. 
Para  asistencia,  notifique  a Vicky  Knoop,  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager,  415-252-2314. 
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San  Francisco  Arts  Commission 
CIVIC  DESIGN  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 

Monday,  December  17,  2012 

3:00  p.m. 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  70 


1.  Roll  Call 


Agenda 


2.  Portsmouth  Square  Restroom  Replacement  Project:  Phase  1 

Action 

Approximately  10  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  dates:  10/15/012 

Marvin  Yee,  Project  Manager,  recreation  & Parks 

Susan  Aitken  & Christina  Townsend,  Hamilton  & Aitken  Architects 

Explanatory  document:  Portsmouth  Square  Request  for  Review  Phase  1 
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Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  1 - Portsmouth  Square  Restroom  Replacement 
Project. 


3.  17th  and  Folsom  Park:  Phase  2 

Action 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  dates:  3/19/ 12,  9/ 17/ 12 
Approximately  20  minutes 

Mary  Hobson,  Recreation  and  Parks  Department,  Project  Manager 
John  Dennis,  Department  of  Public  Works,  Landscape  Architect 

Explanatory  document:  17th  & Folsom  Park  Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  2 of  17th  and  Folsom  Park. 


4.  Staff  Report 

Discussion 


5.  New  Business 

(This  item  is  to  allow  Commissioners  to  introduce  new  agenda  items  for  consideration.) 

6.  Old  Business 
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(This  item  is  to  allow  Commissioners  to  update  previous  agenda  items.) 


7.  Public  Comment 

(This  item  is  to  allow  members  of  the  public  to  comment  generally  on  matters  within  the 
Committee’s  purview  as  well  as  to  suggest  new  agenda  items  for  the  Committee’s  consideration.) 


8.  Adjournment 

MC 12/12/12 

Notices 

Explanatory  documents  listed  above,  as  well  as  documents  created  or  distributed  after  the  posting  of  this 
agenda  to  the  Arts  Commission  will  be  available  for  public  inspection  and  copying  at  the  Arts  Commission 
office,  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  345,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  during  regular  business  hours.  Info:  Vicky 
Knoop  415-252-3214.  PLEASE  NOTE:  The  Arts  Commission  often  receives  documents  created  or 
submitted  by  other  City  officials,  agencies  or  departments  after  the  posting  of  the  Arts  Commission  agenda. 
For  such  documents  or  presentations,  members  of  the  public  may  wish  to  contact  the  originating  agency  if 
they  seek  documents  not  yet  provided  to  the  Arts  Commission. 

Public  comment  in  regard  to  specific  items  will  be  taken  before  or  during  consideration  of  the  item. 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited 
at  this  meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  of  any  person(s) 
responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic 
devices. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses, 
multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other 
attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City  accommodate  these 
individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to 
participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Vicky  Knoop,  415-252-3214,  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting, 
except  for  Monday  meetings,  for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative  action  may 
be  required  by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  (San  Francisco  Campaign  and  Governmental  Conduct 
Code  sections  2.100-2.160)  to  register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the 
Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact  the  Ethics  Commission  at  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San 
Francisco,  CA  94102,  telephone  415/252-3100,  fax  415/252-3112  and  http://www.sfethics.org/ethics 
/2009/i2/lobbyist-ordinance-20io.html. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 

Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decision  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions, 
boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to 
the  people's  review. 

For  information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  (Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco 
Administrative  Code)  or  to  report  a violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  by  mail  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task 
Force,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room  244,  San  Francisco  CA  94102;  phone  at  (415)  554-7724;  fax  at 
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(415)  554-7854;  or  by  email  at  sotf@sfgov.org 

Citizens  may  obtain  a free  copy  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  by  printing  Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco 
Administrative  Code  on  the  Internet,  at  http://www.sfbos.org/sunshine 

ACCESSIBLE  MEETING  POLICY 

Per  the  American  Disabilities  Act  and  the  Language  Access  Ordinance,  Chinese,  Spanish,  and/or  American 
Sign  Language  interpreters  will  be  available  upon  request.  Additionally,  every  effort  will  be  made  to  provide 
a sound  enhancement  system,  meeting  materials  in  alternative  formats,  and/or  a reader.  Minutes  may  be 
translated  after  they  have  been  adopted  by  the  Commission.  For  all  these  requests,  please  contact  Vicky 
Knoop,  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager,  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting  at  415-252-2314.  Late 
requests  will  be  honored  if  possible.  The  hearing  room  is  wheelchair  accessible. 


1180  3 ft,  itt 

ft,  mm&mmm'M&m&w  415-252-3214 

[p]  Vicky  Knoop,  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager  iittlo  SIBJiHjfftljf 


POLITICA  DE  ACCESO  A LA  REUNION 

De  acuerdo  con  la  Ley  sobre  Estadounidenses  con  Discapacidades  (American  Disabilities  Act)  y la 
Ordenanza  de  Acceso  a Idiomas  (Language  Access  Ordinance)  interpretes  de  chino,  espaiiol,  y lenguaje  de 
senas  estaran  disponibles  de  ser  requeridos.  En  adicion,  se  hara  todo  el  esfuerzo  posible  para  proveer  un 
sistema  mejoramiento  de  sonido,  materiales  de  la  reunion  en  formatos  alternatives,  y/o  proveer  un  leedor. 
Las  minutas  podran  ser  traducidas  luego  de  ser  aprobadas  por  la  Comision.  Para  solicitar  estos  servicios, 
favor  contactar  a Vicky  Knoop,  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager,  por  lo  menos  48  horas  antes  de  la 
reunion  al  415-252-3214.  Las  solicitudes  tardias  seran  consideradas  de  ser  posible.  La  sala  de  audiencia  es 
accesible  a silla  de  ruedas. 
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An  audio  recording  of  this  meeting  is  available  online  at  the  following  address:  http://www.sfgov3.0rg 
/index.aspx?page=4!46 
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Call  to  order:  3:10  p.m. 


CIVIC  DESIGN  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 
Monday,  December  17th,  2012 

3:00  p.m. 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  70 

Minutes 


GOVERNMENT 
DOCUMENTS  DEPT 


1.  Roll  Call 

Commissioners  present:  Cass  Calder  Smith,  Leo  Chow,  Dorka  Keehn, 

Commissioners  absent:  Kimberlee  Stryker 

Staff  present:  Rebekah  Krell,  Vicky  Knoop  SAN  FRANCISCO 

PUBLIC  LIBRARY 

2.  Portsmouth  Square  Restroom  Replacement  Project  - Phase  1 

Marvin  Yee,  Project  Manager,  Recreation  and  Parks  Department,  explained  that  the  goals  for  the 
new  restroom  are  to  increase  capacity,  ensure  user  privacy,  consider  pedestrian  circulation  and 
ensure  security. 


Susan  Aitken,  Architect,  Hamilton  & Aitken  Architects,  stated  that  the  structure  is  modeled  after  a 
pavilion  with  screens  for  natural  light  and  ventilation.  She  presented  options  for  the  orientation  of 
the  family  restroom  in  relations  to  the  men's  room  and  custodial  storage  area. 

Commissioner  Keehn  suggested  flipping  the  location  of  the  family  restroom  with  the  custodial  room. 


Katy  Taylor,  Cliff  Lowe  Associates,  discussed  the  landscape  design  and  explained  that  they  will  use 
durable  plants  and  create  seat  walls  around  the  planting. 


Commissioner  Smith  asked  about  color  options. 

Ms.  Aitken  stated  that  they  are  working  with  the  community  on  color  options,  but  are  leaning 
towards  white. 

Commissioner  Keehn  asked  about  the  roof. 


Ms.  Aitken  explained  that  the  curved  metal  roof  will  let  light  into  the  space. 

Commissioner  Chow  stated  that  he  liked  the  improvements  to  the  structure  including  the  seating 
area,  but  he  suggested  not  using  red  and  exploring  other  color  options.  In  traditional  Chinese 
architecture,  red  is  generally  reserved  for  special  buildings.  He  asked  the  architect  to  look  into  the 
beam  and  rake  detail  and  the  proportions  of  the  building  to  the  roof.  He  also  recommended  that  the 
underside  of  the  roof  be  made  of  wood.  He  also  asked  about  the  acoustics  of  the  space  and  suggested 
to  add  motion  lights. 
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Ms.  Aitken  commented  that  the  acoustics  were  designed  to  allow  people  to  be  heard  for  security 
reasons. 

Commissioner  Keehn  suggested  to  keep  seating,  but  to  not  use  the  current  bench  design. 

Commissioner  Chow  asked  the  design  team  to  return  for  Phase  2 with  options  for  the  roof  shape  and 
color  selections. 

Commissioner  Smith  opened  the  floor  to  public  comment.  There  was  none. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  l of  the  Portsmouth  Square  Restroom  Replacement  Project: 

Commissioner  Smith 

Vote:  Unanimously  approved. 

3.  17th  and  Folsom  Park-  Phase  2 

Mary  Hobson,  Recreation  and  Parks  Department  Project  Manager,  explained  that  they  will  be 
addressing  issues  from  the  previous  meeting.  Edward  Chin,  Landscape  Architect,  was  introduced. 

Mr.  Chin  said  that  the  site  is  currently  a parking  lot  and  the  north  facing  part  of  the  site  is  reserved 
for  future  housing  construction.  The  main  elements  of  the  park  include  a community  garden,  a large 
lawn  for  informal  use,  a stage  on  the  lawn,  a play  area,  and  an  adult  exercise  area.  He  explained  that 
the  circular  design  of  the  park  will  have  three  levels  that  will  be  easily  accessible.  Large  entryways 
have  been  designed  to  make  the  park  feel  open  and  welcoming.  The  stage  area  will  have  seating  built 
in  and  the  stage  roof  will  be  a punch-panel  design  to  allow  natural  light  in  and  complement  the 
overall  aesthetics  of  the  park.  Panels  of  the  stage  roof  and  the  perimeter  fence  were  designed  by 
Carmen  Lomas  Garza.  A portable  toilet  will  be  provided,  however  it  will  not  be  enclosed. 

Commissioner  Smith  asked  to  confirm  that  the  height  of  the  fence  is  set  at  eight  feet. 

Ms.  Hobson  said  yes,  the  fence  height  will  be  eight  feet.  She  also  explained  that  they  will  be  adding 
four  art  panels  designed  at  the  entry  gate  to  the  park  and  the  gate  into  the  garden. 

Commissioner  Keehn  recommended  moving  the  art  from  the  gate  entrance  to  the  perimeter  fence. 

Commissioner  Chow  commented  that  the  gates  at  the  entry  seem  to  be  in  the  way  when  they  are 
open. 

Commissioner  Keehn  recommended  that  the  fence  be  a black  matte  color. 

Mr.  Chin  said  that  they  widened  the  sidewalk  to  make  the  space  more  open,  however  they  did  not 
move  the  sidewalk  itself.  Instead,  the  park  was  pushed  back  to  allow  for  more  room. 

Commissioner  Keehn  expressed  concern  about  the  aesthetics  and  functionality  of  the  portable 
bathrooms. 

Ms.  Hobson  stated  that  the  budget  is  restricted  and  permanent  restrooms  are  not  possible  but  could 
be  included  in  future  bond  projects. 

Commissioner  Smith  opened  the  floor  to  public  comment. 

Oscar  M.  Grande,  PODER,  expressed  support  for  the  project  and  the  current  design. 

Edgar  Molina,  PODER,  stated  his  support  for  the  project,  but  expressed  concern  over  the  lack  of 
chances  for  interaction  in  the  current  design. 

Commissioner  Smith  closed  the  floor  to  public  comment. 
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Commissioner  Chow  expressed  concern  for  the  conflicting  concepts  and  shapes  of  the  design.  He 
commented  that  the  major  pathway  in  the  park  seems  to  lead  to  the  service  yard  and  the  circular 
pattern  of  the  playground  surfacing  doesn't  relate  to  the  trees  or  play  equipment.  He  also  asked  why 
two  adjacent  paths  are  separated  by  a fence  between  the  park  and  the  community  garden  and  asked 
if  the  fence  was  necessary. 

Commissioner  Smith  recommended  they  separate  the  two  areas  with  seating,  gardens,  planting  or 
other  solutions.  He  agreed  that  they  should  look  into  additional  ways  to  promote  interaction  in  the 
park.  Consider  additional  seating,  conversation  nooks,  cut  outs,  etc. 

Commissioner  Smith  asked  the  project  team  to  return  for  Phase  2 review  and  suggested  they  send  a 
sketch  for  review  prior  to  the  next  Civic  Design  Meeting. 

4.  Staff  Report 

There  were  no  new  announcements. 

5.  Public  Comment 

There  was  no  general  public  comment. 

6.  New  Business 

There  was  no  new  business. 

7.  Old  Business 

There  was  no  old  business. 

8.  Adjournment:  5:14PM 


MC 1/22/2013 
VMK 1/29/2013 


Translated  written  materials  and  interpretation  services  are  available  to  you  at  no  cost. 

For  assistance,  please  notify  Vicky  Knoop,  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager,  415-252-3214. 
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, If  W Vicky  Knoop,  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager, 

415-252-3214. 

Materiales  traducidos  y servicios  de  interpretacion  estan  disponibles  para  usted  de  manera  gratuita. 
Para  asistencia,  notifique  a Vicky  Knoop,  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager,  415-252-3214. 
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San  Francisco  Arts  Commission 
CIVIC  DESIGN  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 


Monday,  January  14,  2013 

3:00  p.m. 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  8th  Floor  Conference  Room 

Agenda 

1.  Roll  Call 


2.  Rainbow  Honor  Walk  - Plaque  Review 

Action 

Approximately  15  minutes 

David  Perry,  Founder  and  Co-Chair,  Rainbow  Honor  Walk  Steering  Committee 
Explanatory  document:  Rainbow  Honor  Walk:  Plaque  Review  Presentation 
Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  the  Rainbow  Honor  Walk. 


3.  Cabrillo  Clubhouse  and  Playground  Renovation:  Phase  3 

Action 

Approximately  10  minutes 

Previously  reviewed  4/11/11,  6/20/11  and  10/17/11 

Paulina  Arica,  Project  Manager,  Recreation  and  Parks  Department 

Jasmine  Kaw,  Landscape  Architect,  Department  of  Pubbc  Works 

Explanatory  document:  Cabrillo  Playgound:  Phase  3 Presentation 


GOVERNMENT 
DOCUMENTS  DEPT 

JAN  1 1 2013 
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PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  3 of  the  Cabrillo  Clubhouse  and  Playground 
Renovation. 


4.  Portsmouth  Square  Restroom  Replacement  Project:  Phase  2 

Action 

Approximately  20  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  dates:  10/15/012  and  12/17/12 

Marvin  Yee,  Project  Manager,  recreation  & Parks 

Susan  Aitken  & Christina  Townsend,  Hamilton  & Aitken  Architects 
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Explanatory  document:  Portsmouth  Square  Restroom  Replacement:  Phase  2 Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  2 - Portsmouth  Square  Restroom  Replacement 
Project. 
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5.  ESER 1,  Fire  Station  #16:  Phase  1 

Action 

Approximately  20  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  dates:  10/15/12  and  11/19/12 
Gabriella  Judd  Cirelli,  Project  Manager,  Department  of  Public  Works 
Paul  De  Freitas,  DPW  BDC,  Architectural  Associate 

Explanatory  document:  ESER  1,  Fire  Station  #16:  Phase  1 Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  ESER  1,  Fire  Station  #16. 


6.  Staff  Report 

Discussion 


7.  New  Business 

(This  item  is  to  allow  Commissioners  to  introduce  new  agenda  items  for  consideration.) 


8.  Old  Business 

(This  item  is  to  allow  Commissioners  to  update  previous  agenda  items.) 


9.  Public  Comment 

(This  item  is  to  allow  members  of  the  public  to  comment  generally  on  matters  within  the 
Committee’s  purview  as  well  as  to  suggest  new  agenda  items  for  the  Committee’s  consideration.) 


10.  Adjournment 

VMK 1/11/13 

Notices 

Explanatory  documents  listed  above,  as  well  as  documents  created  or  distributed  after  the  posting  of  this 
agenda  to  the  Arts  Commission  will  be  available  for  public  inspection  and  copying  at  the  Arts  Commission 
office,  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  345,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  during  regular  business  hours.  Info:  Vicky 
Knoop  415-252-3214.  PLEASE  NOTE:  The  Arts  Commission  often  receives  documents  created  or 
submitted  by  other  City  officials,  agencies  or  departments  after  the  posting  of  the  Arts  Commission  agenda. 
For  such  documents  or  presentations,  members  of  the  public  may  wish  to  contact  the  originating  agency  if 
they  seek  documents  not  yet  provided  to  the  Arts  Commission. 

Public  comment  in  regard  to  specific  items  will  be  taken  before  or  during  consideration  of  the  item. 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited 
at  this  meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  of  any  person(s) 
responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic 
devices. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses, 
multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other 
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attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City  accommodate  these 
individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to 
participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Vicky  Knoop,  415-252-3214,  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting, 
except  for  Monday  meetings,  for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative  action  may 
be  required  by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  (San  Francisco  Campaign  and  Governmental  Conduct 
Code  sections  2.100-2.160)  to  register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the 
Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact  the  Ethics  Commission  at  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San 
Francisco,  CA  94102,  telephone  415/252-3100,  fax  415/252-3112  and  http://www.sfethics.org/ethics 
/2009/i2/lobbyist-ordinance-20io.html. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 

Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decision  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions, 
boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to 
the  people's  review. 

For  information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  (Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco 
Administrative  Code)  or  to  report  a violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  by  mail  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task 
Force,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room  244,  San  Francisco  CA  94102;  phone  at  (415)  554-7724;  fax  at 
(415)  554"7854;  or  by  email  at  sotf@sfgov.org 

Citizens  may  obtain  a free  copy  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  by  printing  Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco 
Administrative  Code  on  the  Internet,  at  http://www.sfbos.org/sunshine 

ACCESSIBLE  MEETING  POLICY 

Per  the  American  Disabilities  Act  and  the  Language  Access  Ordinance,  Chinese,  Spanish,  and/or  American 
Sign  Language  interpreters  will  be  available  upon  request.  Additionally,  every  effort  will  be  made  to  provide 
a sound  enhancement  system,  meeting  materials  in  alternative  formats,  and/or  a reader.  Minutes  may  be 
translated  after  they  have  been  adopted  by  the  Commission.  For  all  these  requests,  please  contact  Vicky 
Knoop,  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager,  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting  at  415-252-2314.  Late 
requests  will  be  honored  if  possible.  The  hearing  room  is  wheelchair  accessible. 


iiio  3 ft.  «,  itfc 

ft.  415-252-3214 

[q]  Vicky  Knoop,  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager  Htth  If  Rite ££)!§, 

mm. 


POLITICA  DE  ACCESO  A LA  REUNION 

De  acuerdo  con  la  Ley  sobre  Estadounidenses  con  Discapacidades  (American  Disabilities  Act)  y la 
Ordenanza  de  Acceso  a Idiomas  (Language  Access  Ordinance)  interpretes  de  chino,  espanol,  y lenguaje  de 
senas  estaran  disponibles  de  ser  requeridos.  En  adicion,  se  hara  todo  el  esfuerzo  posible  para  proveer  un 
sistema  mejoramiento  de  sonido,  materiales  de  la  reunion  en  formatos  alternatives,  y/o  proveer  un  leedor. 
Las  minutas  podran  ser  traducidas  luego  de  ser  aprobadas  por  la  Comision.  Para  solicitar  estos  servicios, 
favor  contactar  a Vicky  Knoop,  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager,  por  lo  menos  48  horas  antes  de  la 
reunion  al  415-252-3214.  Las  solicitudes  tardias  seran  consideradas  de  ser  posible.  La  sala  de  audiencia  es 
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accesible  a silla  de  ruedas. 
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D,l 


January  14,  2013 


An  audio  recording  of  this  meeting  is  available  online  at  the  following  address: 
http : / /www.  sfgo  v3 . org/index.  aspx?page =4146 


CIVIC  DESIGN  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 
Monday,  January  14th,  2013 

3:00  p.m. 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  8th  floor 


? P 0 2 : 5 


Minutes 


Call  to  order:  3:10  p.m. 


GOVERNMENT 
DOCUMENTS  DEPT 


1.  Roll  Call 

Commissioners  present:  Leo  Chow,  Dorka  Keehn,  Kimberlee  Stryker 
Commissioners  absent:  Cass  Calder  Smith 
Staff  present:  Tom  DeCaigny,  Rebekah  Krell,  Vicky  Knoop 


FEB  - 8 2013 


SAN  FRANCISCO 

. Rainbow  Honor  Walk:  Plaque  Review  PUBLIC  LlBRp,Rv 

David  Perry,  Founder  and  Co-Chair,  Rainbow  Honor  Walk  Steering  Committee  introduced  the 
project  and  explained  that  it  is  a series  of  plaques  to  honor  heroes  and  heroines  of  the  LGBTQ 
community.  A international  request  for  proposals  received  submissions  that  were  then  reviewed 
through  a blind  jury  process  to  select  the  final  design.  Mr.  Perry  explained  that  the  steering 
committee  for  the  project  selected  the  first  20  names  to  be  honored  including  Frida  Kahlo,  Kieth 
Haring  and  Oscar  Wilde.  The  Department  of  Public  Works  has  reviewed  the  design  for  safety  hazards 
and  the  project  will  comply  with  ADA  standards. 

Commissioner  Keehn  asked  how  many  plaques  will  be  installed. 

Mr.  Perry  responded  that  they  will  start  with  20  and  then  expand  the  project  in  the  coming  years.  He 
added  that  there  are  geographic  restrictions.  Currently  there  will  be  five  plaques  per  block. 

The  Commissioners  also  expressed  concern  of  theft  and  strongly  encouraged  the  project  team  to  use 
the  best  available  methods  for  securing  the  plaques. 


The  Commissioners  commended  the  project  for  it’s  design  and  ambition,  and  they  offered  their 
support. 

Motion  to  approve  the  Rainbow  Honor  Walk  plaque  design  and  placement: 

Commissioner  Keehn 

Vote:  Unanimously  approved 


3.  Cabrillo  Clubhouse  and  Playground  Renovation:  Phase  3 

Paulina  Arica,  Project  Manager,  Recreation  and  Parks  Department  introduced  the  project  and  gave  a 
brief  overview  of  the  changes  since  the  last  review.  She  introduced  Jasmine  Kaw,  Landscape 
Architect,  Department  of  Public  Works. 
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Ms.  Kaw  explained  that  the  tactile  ocean  themed  wall  near  the  play  area  has  been  refined  and  the 
design  included  into  the  construction  documents.  She  presented  images  of  the  wall  and  seat  wall 
with  a similar  design. 

Commissioner  Chow  asked  how  the  ocean  wall  attached  to  the  retaining  wall. 

Ms.  Kaw  explained  that  it  will  be  secured  the  front  of  the  retaining  wall  and  will  have  a few  inches  of 
depth.  She  clarified  that  the  design  will  wrap  around  to  the  edge  of  the  ocean  wall  and  will  not  have  a 
gap  as  it  attaches  to  the  retaining  wall. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  3 of  the  Cabrillo  Clubhouse  and  Playground  Renovation: 
Commissioner  Stryker 
Vote:  Unanimously  approved 

4.  Portsmouth  Square  Restroom  Replacement  Project:  Phase  2 

Marvin  Yee,  Project  Manager,  Recreation  and  Parks  Department,  introduced  the  project  and  gave  a 
brief  overview  of  the  location  and  community  process.  He  explained  that  the  interior  configuration  of 
the  restroom  has  been  modified  per  Commissioner  and  community  comments.  He  introduced  Susan 
Aitken  and  Christina  Townsend,  Hamilton  & Aitken  Architects. 

Ms.  Aitken  presented  two  roof  options  based  on  the  Commissioners'  comments  from  the  last  review: 
a shed  roof  and  a modified  curved  roof.  She  explained  that  the  community  was  strongly  in  favor  of 
the  curved  roof.  She  presented  a materials  palette,  but  explained  that  there  are  still  several  options 
for  color  and  materials  for  the  structure.  Additionally,  the  design  currently  has  a skylight  which  is  a 
concern  for  some  community  members.  Per  the  Commissioners  comments  at  the  last  meeting,  the 
underside  of  the  roof  will  be  wood,  although  the  type  of  wood  has  not  been  selected. 

Ms.  Townsend  explained  that  the  landscape  is  simple  and  intends  to  appear  as  though  it  were  part  of 
the  original  park.  Due  to  the  heavy  use  of  the  park,  larger  and  more  established  plants  will  be  used  to 
increase  the  chances  of  survival.  There  will  be  additional  seating  and  paving  will  match  existing. 

Amy  Chan,  representing  Supervisor  Chiu’s  Office,  offered  the  Supervisor’s  support  for  the  design  and 
underscored  the  Community’s  concerns  for  privacy  with  fully  separated  men’s,  women’s  and  family 
restrooms  as  proposed  in  the  current  design. 

Commissioner  Chow  opened  the  floor  to  public  comment. 

Frank  Lee,  Organization  for  Justice  of  Equality,  stated  that  the  major  concerns  are  for  privacy  and 
safety.  He  expressed  support  for  design  option  2 without  a shared  hallway.  He  also  was  not  in  favor 
of  a skylight. 

Josephine  Zhao,  Asian  American  Voters.org,  expressed  concerns  for  safety.  She  also  was  concerned 
about  the  ventilation  screens  carrying  sound  from  within  the  bathroom. 

Ms.  Aitken  explained  that  the  screen  around  the  roofline  of  the  restroom  was  for  ventilation  and  to 
keep  the  restroom  dry.  She  also  explained  that  being  able  to  hear  was  a safety  feature  so  you  would 
know  if  someone  was  inside  before  you  entered  the  restroom. 

Commissioner  Keehn  agreed  that  option  2 was  the  better  layout  and  preferred  a more  neutral  color 
palette.  She  also  said  that  the  skylight  would  help  keep  natural  light  in  the  restroom  and  because  of 
it's  placement  in  the  roof,  it  isn’t  a privacy  issue. 

Commissioner  Stryker  also  supported  the  skylight  for  both  energy  reduction  and  natural  light.  She 
recommended  uplighting  of  the  roof  of  the  restroom  at  night.  She  said  that  the  planting  between  the 
restroom  and  the  ally  was  better  than  previously  presented,  but  she  asked  that  the  trees  be  pruned 
appropriately  in  ongoing  maintenance  so  they  don’t  have  a “lollipop”  appearance. 
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Commissioner  Chow  thanked  the  community  members  for  their  input  into  the  functional  concerns  of 
the  restroom.  He  said  that  the  custodial  door  should  be  moved  so  that  it  isnt’  the  first  thing  you  see 
upon  entering  the  park.  He  recommended  that  the  custodial  door  would  be  covered  by  the  red  gates 
during  the  day.  The  skylights  are  a good  idea  as  long  as  they  are  translucent  and  he  recommended 
using  a matte  glazed  brick  instead  of  a shiny  glazed  block.  The  colors  should  be  muted  and  warm, 
such  as  a warm  grey.  The  freestanding  column  in  the  first  option  is  better  than  in  option  2,  but  may 
not  be  possible  to  integrate  into  the  selected  design.  He  also  asked  about  the  feasibility  of  the  metal 
tiles  to  follow  the  curve  of  the  roof. 

Commissioner  Chow  stated  that  he  had  no  strong  feeling  for  either  the  shed  or  curved  roof  and 
would  be  fine  with  either  option.  However,  a red  curved  roof  is  cliche  and  should  be  avoided. 

Commissioner  Chow  said  that  the  project  was  progressing  well,  but  wasn’t  quite  at  a Phase  2 
approval  yet.  He  requested  that  they  return  with  full  materials  selections  and  a refined  design  to 
resolve  the  custodial  door  placement,  roof,  and  lighting. 


5.  ESER  1,  Fire  Station  #16:  Phase  1 

Gabriella  Judd  Cirelli,  Project  Manager,  Department  of  Public  Works,  gave  an  overview  of  the  bond 
project  and  briefly  reviewed  the  previous  designs  for  Fire  Station  16.  She  explained  that  the  Fire 
Department  has  seen  the  new  direction  for  the  building  and  is  in  support  of  a more  contemporary 
design.  She  introduced  Paul  De  Freitas,  DPW  BDC,  Architectural  Associate. 

Mr.  De  Freitas  briefly  explained  the  siting  and  location  for  the  fire  station.  He  presented  images  of 
the  surrounding  buildings  and  presented  the  most  recent  iteration  of  the  design.  The  living  areas 
above  the  apparatus  bay  doors  will  have  large  glass  windows  to  provide  natural  light.  There  will  also 
be  a large  graphic  above  the  door  to  identify  the  building  as  part  of  the  Fire  Department.  The  scale 
and  massing  of  the  station  intend  for  it  to  fit  into  the  neighborhood  yet  still  have  a warm,  civic 
presence. 

Commissioner  Chow  commented  that  the  glass  should  turn  around  the  edge  of  the  building  more 
cleanly.  He  also  added  that  the  clear  glass  and  spandrel  glass  will  look  different  and  this  should  be 
considered  in  the  design.  On  the  back  of  the  building,  there  are  long  windows  that  should  be 
reworked  or  removed.  He  also  added  that  the  trash  enclosure  should  be  less  prominent  than  the 
entrance. 

Commissioner  Keehn  asked  that  the  materials,  including  the  types  of  glass  and  trim  colors,  are 
carefully  considered. 

Commissioner  Stryker  commented  that  the  tree  pits  could  be  longer  to  improve  the  health  of  the 
trees. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  ESER  1,  Fire  Station  #16:  Commissioner  Chow 
Vote:  Unanimously  approved. 


6.  Staff  Report 

There  were  no  new  announcements. 

7.  Public  Comment 

There  was  no  general  public  comment. 

8.  New  Business 

There  was  no  new  business. 
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9.  Old  Business 

There  was  no  old  business. 

10.  Adjournment:  5:20PM 

VMK 1/29/2013 

Translated  written  materials  and  interpretation  services  are  available  to  you  at  no  cost. 

For  assistance,  please  notify  Vicky  Knoop,  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager,  415=252-3214. 

mm&mTmmnmmmmmmm  nmmm0 

& niltwl/j,  Win  m Vicky  Knoop,  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager, 

415-252-3214- 

Materiales  traducidos  y servicios  de  interpretation  estan  disponibles  para  usted  de  manera  gratuita. 
Para  asistencia,  notifique  a Vicky  Knoop,  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager,  415-252-3214. 
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February  11,  2013 


San  Francisco  Arts  Commission 
CIVIC  DESIGN  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 

-08-13P02:-55  RCVD 

GOVERNMENT 
DOCUMENTS  DEPT 

FEB  -8  2013 

2.  SFO  Terminal  3,  Boarding  Area  E Improvements  Project:  Phase  3 ^ FRANC'SCX 

1 1 1 h 3 Approximately  10  minutes  PUBU C UBRAR 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  date:  3/ 19/12,  5/ 21/ 12 
Judi  Mosqueda,  SFIA  Design  and  Construction  Program  Manager  - Project  Overview 
Gary  Brandau,  Gensler  Architects  - Architectural  Design  Overview 
Ben  Parco,  Gensler  Architects  - Architectural  Design  Overview, 

Michael  Shanus  with  the  KPA  Group  - Architectural  Design  Overview 
Kabri  Schmidt,  Hensel  Phelps  Construction  Co.  - Construction  Overview 

Explanatory  document:  SFO  Terminal  3,  Boarding  Area  E Improvements  Project:  Phase  3 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  3 of  the  Terminal  3,  Boarding  Area  E 
Improvements  Project. 


Monday,  February  11,  2013 

3:00  p.m. 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  70 


Agenda 


1.  Roll  Call 


3.  Portsmouth  Square  Restroom  Replacement  Project:  Phase  2 

Action 

Approximately  20  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  dates:  10/15/012, 12/17/12, 1/14/13 

Marvin  Yee,  Project  Manager,  Recreation  & Parks 

Susan  Aitken  & Christina  Townsend,  Hamilton  & Aitken  Architects 

Explanatory  document  Portsmouth  Square  Restroom  Replacement  Project:  Phase  2 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  2 of  the  Portsmouth  Square  Restroom 
Replacement  Project. 


4.  SFMTA  Operators  Facilities  - Geary  Blvd.  and  32nd  Avenue  Location:  Phase  2 and  3 

Action 

Approximate:  10  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  dates:  5/12/12,  6/18/12,  7/16/12,  and  8/20/12 
Drew  Howard,  SFMTA  Project  Manager 
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Explanatory  document:SFMTA  Operators  Facilities  - Geary  Blvd.  and  32nd  Avenue  Location:  Phase 
2 and  3 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  2 and  3 of  the  SFMTA  Operators  Facilities  - Geary 
Blvd.  and  32nd  Avenue  Location. 


5.  17th  and  Folsom  Park:  Phase  2 

Action 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  dates:  3/19/12,  9/17/12, 12/17/12 
Approximately  20  minutes 

Mary  Hobson,  Recreation  and  Parks  Department,  Project  Manager 
Edward  Chin,  Landscape  Architect,  Department  of  Public  Works 

Explanatory  document:  17th  and  Folsom  Park:  Phase  2 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  2 of  17th  and  Folsom  Park. 


6.  Staff  Report 

Discussion 


7.  Project  Updates  - Commissioner  Keehn 

Discussion 


8.  New  Business 

(This  item  is  to  allow  Commissioners  to  introduce  new  agenda  items  for  consideration.) 


9.  Old  Business 

(This  item  is  to  allow  Commissioners  to  update  previous  agenda  items.) 


10.  Public  Comment 

(This  item  is  to  allow  members  of  the  public  to  comment  generally  on  matters  within  the 
Committee’s  purview  as  well  as  to  suggest  new  agenda  items  for  the  Committee’s  consideration.) 


11.  Adjournment 

VMK 1/11/13 

Notices 

Explanatory  documents  listed  above,  as  well  as  documents  created  or  distributed  after  the  posting  of  this 
agenda  to  the  Arts  Commission  will  be  available  for  public  inspection  and  copying  at  the  Arts  Commission 
office,  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  345,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  during  regular  business  hours.  Info:  Vicky 
Knoop  415-252-3214.  PLEASE  NOTE:  The  Arts  Commission  often  receives  documents  created  or 
submitted  by  other  City  officials,  agencies  or  departments  after  the  posting  of  the  Arts  Commission  agenda. 
For  such  documents  or  presentations,  members  of  the  public  may  wish  to  contact  the  originating  agency  if 
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they  seek  documents  not  yet  provided  to  the  Arts  Commission. 

Public  comment  in  regard  to  specific  items  will  be  taken  before  or  during  consideration  of  the  item. 


The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited 
at  this  meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  of  any  person(s) 
responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic 
devices. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses, 
multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other 
attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City  accommodate  these 
individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to 
participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Vicky  Knoop,  415-252-3214,  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting, 
except  for  Monday  meetings,  for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative  action  may 
be  required  by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  (Sim  Francisco  Campaign  and  Governmental  Conduct 
Code  sections  2.100-2.160)  to  register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the 
Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact  the  Ethics  Commission  at  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San 
Francisco,  CA  94102,  telephone  415/252-3100,  fax  415/252-3112  and  http://www.sfethics.org/ethics 
/2009/i2/lobbyist-ordinance-20io.html. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 

Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decision  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions, 
boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This 
ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to 
the  people’s  review. 

For  information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  (Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco 
Administrative  Code)  or  to  report  a violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  by  mail  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task 
Force,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room  244,  San  Francisco  CA  94102;  phone  at  (415)  554-7724;  fax  at 
(415)  554-7854;  or  by  email  at  sotf@sfgov.org 

Citizens  may  obtain  a free  copy  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  by  printing  Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco 
Administrative  Code  on  the  Internet,  at  http://www.sfbos.org/sunshine 

ACCESSIBLE  MEETING  POLICY 


Per  the  American  Disabilities  Act  and  the  Language  Access  Ordinance,  Chinese,  Spanish,  and/or  American 
Sign  Language  interpreters  will  be  available  upon  request.  Additionally,  every  effort  will  be  made  to  provide 
a sound  enhancement  system,  meeting  materials  in  alternative  formats,  and/or  a reader.  Minutes  may  be 
translated  after  they  have  been  adopted  by  the  Commission.  For  all  these  requests,  please  contact  Vicky 
Knoop,  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager,  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting  at  415-252-2314.  Late 
requests  will  be  honored  if  possible.  The  hearing  room  is  wheelchair  accessible. 
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POLITICA  DE  ACCESO  A LA  REUNION 

De  acuerdo  con  la  Ley  sobre  Estadounidenses  con  Discapacidades  (American  Disabilities  Act)  y la 
Ordenanza  de  Acceso  a Idiomas  (Language  Access  Ordinance)  interpretes  de  chino,  espanol,  y lenguaje  de 
senas  estaran  disponibles  de  ser  requeridos.  En  adicion,  se  hara  todo  el  esfuerzo  posible  para  proveer  un 
sistema  mejoramiento  de  sonido,  materiales  de  la  reunion  en  formatos  alternatives,  y/o  proveer  un  leedor. 
Las  minutas  podran  ser  traducidas  luego  de  ser  aprobadas  por  la  Comision.  Para  solicitar  estos  servicios, 
favor  contactar  a Vicky  Knoop,  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager,  por  lo  menos  48  horas  antes  de  la 
reunion  al  415-252-3214.  Las  solicitudes  tardias  seran  consideradas  de  ser  posible.  La  sala  de  audiencia  es 
accesible  a silla  de  ruedas. 
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February  11,  2013 

Civic  Design  Review  Committee  - February  11, 2013 

An  audio  recording  of  this  meeting  is  available  online  at  the  following  address:  http://www.sfgov3.org 

/index.aspx?page=41 46 


CIVIC  DESIGN  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 
Monday,  February  11th,  2013 

3:00  p.m. 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  70 

Minutes 

DOCUMENTS  DEPT 

Call  to  order:  2:55  p.m. 

MAR  2 2 2016 

SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 

1 . Roll  Call 

Commissioners  present:  Cass  Calder  Smith,  Leo  Chow,  Dorka  Keehn,  Kimberlee  Stryker,  Gweneth 
Borden  (Ex-Officio) 

Commissioners  absent:  None 

Staff  present:  Rebekah  Krell,  Vicky  Knoop 

2.  SFO  Terminal  3,  Boarding  Area  E Improvements  Project:  Phase  3 

Gary  Brandau,  Gensler  Architects,  presented  an  overview  of  the  project  and  key  changes  in  the  design  since 
the  last  review.  The  lower  section  of  the  structure  is  a warm  grey  and  the  top  portion  of  the  structure  is  a cool 
grey.  The  aesthetics  of  the  structure  are  focused  on  a clean,  transparent, 

modem  look.  Mr.  Brandau  also  described  the  addition  of  a second  interior  elevator  and  a canopy  cover.  The 
elevator  was  moved  from  it's  original  location,  but  was  relocated  to  better  fit  with  the  other  modifications. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  3 of  the  Terminal  3,  Boarding  Area  E Improvements  Project:  Commissioner 
Keehn 

Vote:  Unanimously  Approved. 


3.  Portsmouth  Square  Restroom  Replacement  Project:  Phase  2 

Marvin  Yee,  Project  Manager,  Recreation  & Parks,  opened  by  explaining  how  the  group  has  made 
changes  based  on  the  last  Civic  Design  Review  meeting  comments.  He  showed  the  current  progress  and 
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shared  the  timeline  for  further  construction.  He  added  that  they  hope  to  return  for  Phase  3 review  in  a few 
months. 

Mr.  Yee  explained  that  there  is  strong  input  from  the  community  to  keep  the  curved  roof  design,  and  that 
they  are  also  looking  into  using  neutral  colors. 

Susan  Aitken,  Hamilton  & Aitken  Architects,  explained  that  they  hope  to  bring  in  natural  air  and  light  with 
the  curved  roof  and  it  also  maintains  privacy  for  the  occupants.  They  have  altered  the  design  to  free  the 
outer  column  grid  from  the  walls,  and  they  moved  the  custodial  door  from  facing  clay  street  towards  the 
front  of  the  building.  The  gates  swing  open  during  the  day  to  keep  the  custodial  door  out  of  sight  when  not 
in  use.  The  color  scheme  has  also  been  altered.  The  interior  walls  will  be  a light  neutral  color  to  create  a 
clean  feeling.  The  underside  of  the  roof  is  made  of  Alaska-yellow  cedar  that  has  a warm  color  and  is 
highly  durable.  The  exterior  structure  will  now  be  painted  a deeper  mahogany  red  as  well. 

Ms.  Aitken  presented  the  various  pigeon  deterrent  systems  that  they  have  been  considering.  The 
preferred  system  uses  electric  rails  that  lie  flat  on  the  roof.  A small  amount  of  electricity  passes  through 
the  system  and  shocks  the  pigeons.  It  is  a self  generated  system  that  uses  solar  power  to  produce  the 
electricity.  Ms.  Aitken  continued  to  explain  that  the  second  option  was  a wire  system  that  deters  the  birds 
from  the  edges  of  the  roof,  but  it  was  not  as  aesthetically  appealing. 

Commissioner  Smith  asked  if  the  electric  system  would  need  to  cover  the  entire  roof  or  only  the  edges. 
Ms.  Aitken  responded  that  it  would  only  need  to  be  on  the  edges. 

Commissioner  Stryker  suggested  that  hawks  or  other  birds  of  prey  could  be  a natural  soluion  to  the  bird 
problem.  Other  areas  have  introduced  hawks  into  the  environment  to  deter  rodents  and  pigeons. 

Commissioner  Smith  asked  if  they  still  planed  on  furnishing  the  area  adjacent  to  the  structure. 

Ms.  Aitken  explained  that  the  community  would  prefer  not  to  have  it  furnished. 

Katy  Taylor,  Landscape  Architect,  described  the  plans  for  the  landscape  design  which  will  use  a the  park's 
existing  plant  pallette.  The  plants  will  include  a False  Holly,  Red  Flowering  Camilla,  and  a Star  Jasmine. 
The  plants  are  hardy  and  appropriate  for  the  parks  conditions.  She  also  explained  that  they  aim  to 
preserve  the  existing  trees. 

Commissioner  Chow  commented  that  overall  the  design  looks  nice,  has  made  great  improvements  and 
excellent  material  choices.  He  asked  about  the  view  from  Clay  street  and  questioned  the  exposure  of  the 
planters.  He  suggested  opening  the  space  up  to  create  a more  inviting  entrance. 

Commissioner  Chow  expressed  that  he  was  concerned  about  how  the  concrete  beams  extend  a little  too 
far,  it  is  a minor  detail,  but  that  edge  could  be  tightened  up  to  give  it  a cleaner  finish. 

Commissioner  Stryker  commented  that  she  likes  the  simplicity  of  the  planting.  She  reiterated  the 
introduction  of  hawks  into  the  area  and  suggested  that  planting  hawk  friendly  trees  could  help  them  obtain 
hawks  from  the  city. 
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; 

The  floor  was  opened  for  public  comment: 

Mr.  Phil  Chin  explained  that  he  was  happy  to  see  that  Phase  2 was  passed,  and  he  reiterated  the  need  to 
push  through  the  project  because  the  residents  use  the  bathroom.  He  finished  by  explaining  that  the 
restroom  will  be  a benefit  to  the  community. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  2 of  the  Portsmouth  Square  Restroom  Replacement  Project  with  the 
condition  of  pulling  back  the  roof  beams,  extending  the  planter,  and  exploring  additional  options 
for  bird  control:  Commissioner  Smith 
Vote:  Unanimously  Approved. 


4.  SFMTA  Operators  Facilities  - Geary  Blvd.  and  32nd  Avenue  Location:  Phase  2 and  3 

Drew  Howard,  SFMTA  Project  Manager,  presented  the  siting  for  the  SFMTA  Operator  Restroom  at 
Geary  and  32nd  Avenue.  He  explained  that  they  have  met  with  the  community  and  they  support  the 
design.  The  community  also  expressed  the  need  for  operators  facility.  Mr.  Howard  explained  that  the 
design  for  the  Geary  and  32nd  site  will  have  two  bathrooms  due  to  high  volume  use.  He  also  described 
plans  to  relocate  the  bus  shelter  further  from  the  corner,  to  the  east,  to  open  the  space  up.  Fie  explained 
the  two  units  will  be  adjacent  to  each  other,  and  they  are  hoping  to  include  landscaping  for  privacy  and 
aesthetic  value. 

Commissioner  Borden  asked  if  there  are  trees  that  need  to  be  moved  to  make  space  for  the  bus  shelter. 

Mr.  Drew  Howard  explained  that  it  will  be  on  the  sidewalk  and  that  the  trees  will  not  need  to  be  relocated. 

Commissioner  Chow  suggested  keeping  the  bus  shelter  on  the  corner,  and  moving  the  bathrooms  behind 
the  trees  to  keep  them  out  of  sight. 

Commissioner  Keehn  agreed  and  suggested  to  keep  the  corner  as  open  as  possible. 

Mr.  Howard  explained  that  the  bus  terminal  is  closer  to  32nd  Avenue,  therefore  moving  it  down  the  block 
might  make  it  too  far  away  from  the  bus  terminal  across  the  street.  The  operators  will  be  parking  in  the 
terminal  and  they  have  to  make  the  walk  to  get  to  the  bathrooms. 

Commissioner  Smith  asked  about  the  construction  schedule. 

Mr.  Howard  explained  that  construction  should  start  in  May  or  early  June. 

Commissioner  Chow  suggested  that  the  structures  be  situated  back-to-back  to  make  them  singular  object 
instead  of  two  separate  objects. 

Mr.  Howard  explained  that  he  would  look  into  moving  the  structures  behind  the  trees  and  placing  them 
back-to-back. 


Commissioner  Smith  asked  for  them  to  return  after  they  investigate  the  relocation  of  the  structures. 
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Commissioner  Smith  opened  to  floor  to  Public  Comment. 

Mr.  Williams,  a union  representative,  thanked  the  Commissioners  and  architects  for  their  efforts  and  that 
he  likes  the  design,  but  was  eager  to  see  it  completed  because  of  the  strong  need  for  it. 


5. 17th  and  Folsom  Park:  Phase  2 

Mary  Hobson,  Recreation  and  Parks  Department,  Project  Manager,  gave  an  overview  of  the  changes 
since  the  last  review.  She  explained  the  community  process  which  included  community  meetings, 
stakeholder  meetings  and  extensive  community  input.  She  explained  that  they  wanted  to  open  up  the 
plaza  up  to  Folsom  Street  and  that  the  garden  and  entryways  were  realigned.  She  explained  that  in 
response  to  the  Commissioners  comments,  the  gates  to  the  service  yard  from  the  park  have  been 
removed  and  landscaping  has  been  added  as  a buffer  between  the  park  and  the  service  yard.  She 
explained  that  they  are  now  proposing  a concrete  seat-wall  for  more  seating. 

Commissioner  Stryker  expressed  concern  that  there  were  no  elevations,  sections,  or  perspective 
drawings  to  understand  the  relationships  between  the  planting,  fences  and  areas  of  the  park.  She 
commented  that  proposed  wildlife  habitat  plant  list  should  be  tailored  to  the  type  of  wildlife  they  would  like 
to  attract.  She  added  that  she  wasn't  sure  of  the  concept  of  visual  permeability  through  the  park.  She 
asked  that  they  consider  the  planting  in  front  of  the  service  yard  in  terms  of  sight  lines  and  access  to  the 
restrooms. 

Commissioner  Borden  commented  that  the  Shotwell  Street  gate  has  an  odd  line  of  vision  into  the  park,  all 
you  see  is  the  a side  view  of  the  stage  and  suggested  rotating  the  stage  to  relate  to  the  park  and  not  the 
street.  She  also  asked  about  the  garden  plots. 

Ms.  Hobson  explained  that  the  community  would  determine  the  shapes  of  the  garden  plots. 

Commissioner  Stryker  suggested  that  they  look  at  the  garden  plots  as  part  of  the  visual  aesthetic  and 
create  a design  for  the  community  to  consider. 

Commissioner  Chow  suggested  moving  the  greenhouse  towards  the  service  area  so  that  it  aligns  with  the 
geometry  of  the  park  and  not  of  the  future  housing  development.  He  also  asked  that  the  design  team  look 
at  the  angle  and  orientation  of  the  gates  as  you  enter  the  park  considering  symmetry  and  open  and  closed 
positions. 

Commissioner  Smith  commented  that  the  project  team  does  not  have  sufficient  materials  for  a Phase  2 
review.  He  asked  that  the  project  team  return  with  a 3D  model,  elevations,  sections  or  other  drawings  to 
show  the  relationship  of  the  parts  of  the  park  as  well  as  colors  and  materials. 

Commissioner  Smith  opened  for  floor  to  public  comment. 

A member  of  the  public  stated  that  he  appreciated  all  the  responses  and  the  commitment  to  the  park,  but 
he  is  ready  to  break  ground,  and  wants  to  move  forward. 
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I 

6.  Staff  Report 

There  were  no  new  announcements. 

7.  Public  Comment 

There  was  no  general  public  comment. 

8.  New  Business 

There  was  no  new  business. 

9.  Old  Business 

There  was  no  old  business. 

10.  Adjournment:  5:20PM 

MC  2/15/2013 


Translated  written  materials  and  interpretation  services  are  available  to  you  at  no  cost. 

For  assistance,  please  notify  Vicky  Knoop,  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager,  415-252-3214. 

t Vicky  Knoop,  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager,  415-252-3214. 
Materials  traducidos  y servicios  de  interpretacion  estan  disponibles  para  usted  de  manera  gratuita. 


Para  asistencia,  notifique  a Vicky  Knoop,  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager,  415-252-3214. 
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March  18,  2013  cancelled 


Civic  Design  Review  Committee  - March  18,  2013 


San  Francisco  Arts  Commission 
CIVIC  DESIGN  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 


GOVERNMENT 


Monday,  March  18,  2013 

3:00  p.m. 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  70 


DOCUMENTS  DEPT 


MAR  2 2 2i 


Notice  of  Meeting  Cancellation 


SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


The  regular  meeting  of  the  Civic  Design  Review  Committee  of  the  San  FranciscoArts  Commission  scheduled  for 
Monday,  March  18,  2013,  has  beencancelled. 


Explanatory  documents  listed  above,  as  well  as  documents  created  ordistributed  after  the  posting  of  this  agenda  to 
the  Arts  Commission  willbe  available  for  public  inspection  and  copying  at  the  Arts  Commissionoffice,  25  Van  Ness 
Avenue,  Suite  345,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  duringregular  business  hours.  Info:  Vicky  Knoop  415-252-3214. 
PLEASE  NOTE:The  Arts  Commission  often  receives  documents  created  or  submitted  byother  City  officials,  agencies 
or  departments  after  the  posting  of  theArts  Commission  agenda.  For  such  documents  or  presentations,  members 
ofthe  public  may  wish  to  contact  the  originating  agency  if  they  seekdocuments  not  yet  provided  to  the  Arts 
Commission. 

Public  comment  in  regard  to  specific  items  will  be  taken  before  or  during  consideration  of  the  item. 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similarsound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited  at  this 
meeting. Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meetingof  any  person(s)  responsible  for  the 
ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone, pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severeallergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple 
chemical  sensitivity,  orrelated  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  thatother  attendees  may  be 
sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products. Please  help  the  City  accommodate  these  individuals. 


vmk  3/15/2013 


Notices 

Notices 


To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  includingauxiliary  aids  or  services,  to  participate  in  the 
meeting,  pleasecontact  Vicky  Knoop,  415-252-3214,  at  least  48  hours  before  themeeting,  except  for  Monday 
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meetings,  for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.the  previous  Friday. 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  locallegislative  or  administrative  action  may  be  required 
by  the  SanFrancisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  (San  Francisco  Campaign  and  GovernmentalConduct  Code  sections 
2.100-2.160)  to  register  and  report  lobbyingactivity.  For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance, 
pleasecontact  the  Ethics  Commission  at  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  SanFrancisco,  CA  941 02,  telephone 
415/252-31 00,  fax  41 5/252-311 2 and  http://www.sfethics.Org/ethics/2009/1 2/lobbyist-ordinance-201 0.html. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 

Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decision  in  fullviewof  the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils 
and  other  agencies  ofthe  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people’s  business.  Thisordinance  assures  that 
deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  andthat  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people’s  review.  For 
moreinformation  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  or  to  report  aviolation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  Frank 
Darby  by  mail  toAdministrator,  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  GoodlettPlace,  Room  244,  San 
Francisco  CA  941 02-4689;  by  phone  at  41 5-554  7724;by  fax  at  41 5-554  7854;  or  by  email  at  sotf@sfgov.org. 

Citizens  interested  in  obtaining  a free  copy  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinancecan  request  a copy  from  Mr.  Darby  or  by  printing 
Chapter  67  of  the  SanFrancisco  Administrative  Code  on  the  Internet,  http://www.sfgov.org/sunshine/ 


San  Francisco  Arts  Commission 
CIVIC  DESIGN  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 


Monday,  April  15,  2013 

2:00  p.m. 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  70 


Revised  Agenda 


Please  note  early  starting  time,  2:00  p.m. 


Roll  Call 


I?  ■ 

GOVERNMENT 
DOCUMENTS  DEPT 

APR  1 2 2013 


Mission  Dolores  Historic  Plaque  at  2001  Market  Street 

Action 

Approximately  10  minutes  SAN  FRANCISCO 

This  project  was  not  previously  reviewed.  PUBLIC  LIBRARY 

Gideon  Kramer,  Project  Manager 

Privately  funded  by  the  Prado  Group,  in  association  with  the  Mission  Dolores 
Neighborhood  Association 


Explanatory  document:  Request  for  Review  Form,  Presentation. 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  design  and  placement  of  Mission  Dolores 
Historic  Plaque  at  2001  Market  Street. 

Kimbell  Playground:  Phase  3 

Action 

Approximately  10  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  dates:  1/23/12,  05/21/12 
J.  Marien  Cross,  Project  Manager,  Recreation  and  Park  Department 
Rommel  Taylor,  Project  Architect,  DPW 
Edwin  Chin,  Project  Landscape  Architect,  DPW 


Explanatory  document:  Kimbell  Request  for  Review,  Kimbell  Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  3 of  the  Kimbell  Playground 
Renovation  Project  Name. 

SFMTA  Operator  Convenience  Facilities:  Phase  3 

Action 

Approximately  1 0 minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  dates:  05/21/12,  06/18/12, 

07/16/12,  08/20/12.  02/11/13 

Drew  Howard,  Project  Manager,  SFMTA 
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Explanatory  document:  Request  for  Review,  SFMTA  Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  3 of  the  SFMTA  Operators 
Convenience  Facilities. 

5.  SFO  West  Field  Cargo  Redevelopment  Facility:  Phases  1 and  2 

Action 

Approximately  20  minutes 

Greg  McCarthy,  Project  Manager,  SFIA 

Robert  Jansen,  Project  Architect,  Kwan  Henmi  Architects 

Adrienne  Wong,  Project  Landscape  Architect 

Explanatory  document:  Request  for  Review.  Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phases  1 and  2 of  the  SFO  West  Field  Cargo 
Facility. 

6.  Sunol  Yard  Improvements:  Phase  1 

Action 

Approximately:  20  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  dates:  05/21/12,  09/17/12 

Bryan  Dessaure:  Project  Manager,  SFPUC 

Tara  Lamont:  Interim  Manager,  SFDPE-BDC 

Project  Architect:  Stanley  So,  SFDPW-BDC 

Project  Landscape  Architect:  Martha  Ketterer 

Explanatory  Documents:  Request  for  Review  Form,  Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  Sunol  Yard  Improvements. 

7.  BREAK — Meeting  will  resume  at  4:00  p.m. 

8.  SFMTA  Van  Ness  BRT  Informational  Presentation 

Discussion 

This  project  was  not  previously  reviewed. 

Approximately  30  minutes 

Peter  Gabancho,  Project  Manager,  SFMTA 

Explanatory  document:  Van  Ness  BRT  Presentation 

Recommendations 

9.  Bayview  Opera  House:  Phase  3 

Action 

Approximately  10  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  dates:  05/21/12,  06/ 18/12 
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Judy  Nemzoff  and  Deborah  Frieden,  Project  Managers,  SFAC 
Tom  Eliot  Fisch  and  F Knapp,  Project  Architects 
Walter  Hood,  Project  Landscape  Architect 

Explanatory  document:  Request  for  Review,  BVOH  Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  3 of  the  Bayview  Opera  House. 

10.  Mission  Bay  Playground:  Phases  1 and  2 

Action 

Approximately  20  minutes 

This  project  was  not  previously  reviewed. 

Catherine  Reilly,  Project  Manager  CCII 
Cordy  Hill,  Project  Landscape  Architect,  RHAA 
Project  Presenter:  Lila  Hussain 
Others:  Tom  Fitzgerald,  RHAA 

Explanatory  Documents:  Request  for  Review  Form,  Presentation  1 , Presentation  2 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phases  1 and  2 of  the  Mission  Bay 
Playground. 

1 1 . Fire  Station  #44:  Informational  Presentation 

Discussion 

Approximately:  20  minutes 

This  project  was  not  previously  reviewed. 

Youcef  Bouhamama,  Project  Manager,  DPW 

Explanatory  Document:  Presentation 

12.  Fire  Station  #36:  Phase  3 

Action 

Approximately  1 0 minutes 
This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  10/15/12 
Eric  S.  Robinson,  Principal,  Taggart  Architects 
Gabriella  Judd  Cirelli,  Project  Manager,  DPW 

Explanatory  Documents:  Request  for  Review,  Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  3 of  Fire  Station  #36. 

13.  Angelo  J.  Rossi  Playground  Restroom  Replacement:  Phases  2 and  3 

Action 

Approximately  15  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  03/19/12 

Mary  Hobson,  Project  Manager,  RPD 

Nelson  Szeto,  Project  Architect,  DPW 
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Jasmine  Kaw.  Landscape  Architect,  DPW 

Explanatory  Documents:  Request  for  Review,  Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phases  2 and  3 of  the  Angelo  J.  Rossi 
Playground  restroom  replacement. 

14.  Staff  Report 

Discussion 

15.  New  Business 

(This  item  is  to  allow  Commissioners  to  introduce  new  agenda  items  for  consideration.) 

16.  Old  Business 

(This  item  is  to  allow  Commissioners  to  update  previous  agenda  items.) 

17.  Public  Comment 

(This  item  is  to  allow  members  of  the  public  to  comment  generally  on  matters  within  the 
Committee ’s  purview  as  well  as  to  suggest  new  agenda  items  for  the  Committee ’s 
consideration.) 

18.  Adjournment 


spr  4/12/13 

Notices 

Explanatory  documents  listed  above,  as  well  as  documents  created  or  distributed  after  the  posting 
of  this  agenda  to  the  Arts  Commission  will  be  available  for  public  inspection  and  copying  at  the 
Arts  Commission  office,  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  345,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  during 
regular  business  hours.  Info:  Jill  Manton,  415-252-2585.  PLEASE  NOTE:  The  Arts  Commission 
often  receives  documents  created  or  submitted  by  other  City  officials,  agencies  or  departments 
after  the  posting  of  the  Arts  Commission  agenda.  For  such  documents  or  presentations,  members 
of  the  public  may  wish  to  contact  the  originating  agency  if  they  seek  documents  not  yet  provided 
to  the  Arts  Commission. 

Public  comment  in  regard  to  specific  items  will  be  taken  before  or  during  consideration  of  the 
item. 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are 
prohibited  at  this  meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the 
meeting  of  any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other 
similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are 
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reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help 
the  City  accommodate  these  individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or 
services,  to  participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Jill  Manton,  415-252-2585,  at  least  48 
hours  before  the  meeting,  except  for  Monday  meetings,  for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the 
previous  Friday. 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative 
action  may  be  required  by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  (San  Francisco  Campaign  and 
Governmental  Conduct  Code  sections  2.100-2.160)  to  register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For 
more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact  the  Ethics  Commission  at  25  Van 
Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  telephone  415/252-3100,  fax  415/252-3112 
and  http://www.sfethics.org/ethics/2009/12/lobbyist-ordinance-2010.html. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decision  in  full  view  of  the  public. 
Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the 
people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and 
that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people's  review. 

For  information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  (Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco 
Administrative  Code)  or  to  report  a violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  by  mail  Sunshine 
Ordinance  Task  Force,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room  244,  San  Francisco  CA  94102; 
phone  at  (415)  554-7724;  fax  at  (415)  554-7854;  or  by  email  at  sotf@sfgov.org 

Citizens  may  obtain  a free  copy  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  by  printing  Chapter  67  of  the  San 
Francisco  Administrative  Code  on  the  Internet,  at  http://www.sfbos.org/sunshine 
ACCESSIBLE  MEETING  POLICY 

Per  the  American  Disabilities  Act  and  the  Language  Access  Ordinance,  Chinese,  Spanish,  and/or 
American  Sign  Language  interpreters  will  be  available  upon  request.  Additionally,  every  effort 
will  be  made  to  provide  a sound  enhancement  system,  meeting  materials  in  alternative  formats, 
and/or  a reader.  Minutes  may  be  translated  after  they  have  been  adopted  by  the  Commission.  For 
all  these  requests,  please  contact  Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design 
Review  Program  Manager,  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting  at  415-252-2585.  Late  requests 
will  be  honored  if  possible.  The  hearing  room  is  wheelchair  accessible. 


415-252-2585  fn]  Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special  Projects  and 
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Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager 

UMo  >fc,  ?fRTit§E^ JKS, 


POLITICA  DE  ACCESO  A LA  REUNION 

De  acuerdo  con  la  Ley  sobre  Estadounidenses  con  Discapacidades  (American  Disabilities  Act)  y 
la  Ordenanza  de  Acceso  a Idiomas  (Language  Access  Ordinance)  interpretes  de  chino,  espanol,  y 
lenguaje  de  senas  estaran  disponibles  de  ser  requeridos.  En  adicion,  se  hara  todo  el  esfuerzo 
posible  para  proveer  un  sistema  mejoramiento  de  sonido,  materiales  de  la  reunion  en  formatos 
alternatives,  y/o  proveer  un  leedor.  Las  minutas  podran  ser  traducidas  luego  de  ser  aprobadas  por 
la  Comision.  Para  solicitar  estos  servicios,  favor  contactar  a Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special 
Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager,  por  lo  menos  48  horas  antes  de  la  reunion 
al  415-252-2585.  Las  solicitudes  tardias  seran  consideradas  de  ser  posible.  La  sala  de  audiencia 
es  accesible  a silla  de  ruedas. 
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April  15,  2013 

Civic  Design  Review  Committee  - April  1 5,  2013 

MEETING  OF  THE  CIVIC  DESIGN  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 
OF  THE  ARTS  COMMISSION 

Monday,  April  15,  2013 
2:00  p.m. 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  70 


Minutes 


Committee  Chair  Cass  Calder  Smith  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  2:04  p.m. 


1.  Roll  Call 

Commissioners  Present 

Cass  Calder  Smith 
Leo  Chow 
Dorka  Keehn 
Kimberlee  Stryker 

Commissioners  Absent 

Roberto  Orderiana 

Staff  Present 

Director  of  Cultural  Affairs  Tom  DeCaigny 
Special  Projects  Director  Jill  Manton 
Commission  Secretary  Sharon  Page  Ritchie 

2.  Mission  Dolores  Historic  Plaque  at  2001  Market  Street:  Informational  Presentation 

Gideon  Kramer,  Project  Designer,  presented  an  overview  of  the  Mission  Dolores  Historical  Plaque  that  is 
intended  to  be  wet-set  into  the  sidewalk  at  2001  Market  Street  where  a new  Whole  Foods  store  is  to  be 
constructed.  The  plaque  is  bronze,  18  inches  in  diameter,  and  will  include  a collage  of  various  images  that  Mr. 
Kramer  belneves  are  relevant  to  the  history  and  culture  of  the  Mission  Dolores  historical  district. 

Mr.  Kramer  described  the  art  as  a collage,  including  the  Mission  Dolores  chapel,  a famous  friar  a Canary  Island 
Palm  Tree,  the  Mission  Bell,  and  a Native  American  dancer.  At  the  bottom  of  the  plaque  design,  the  text  credits 
the  Mission  Dolores  Neighborhood  Association  and  The  Prado  Group. 
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Commissioner  Stryker  asked  who  designed  the  image,  and  Mr.  Kramer  responded  that  he  was  the  artist. 

Ms.  Manton  suggested  not  abbreviating  the  words  “neighborhood”  and  “association.” 

Mr.  Kramer  was  concerned  about  how  to  incorporate  this  change  without  upsetting  the  symmetry. 
Commissioner  Keehn  suggested  extending  the  line  which  included  the  text  without  increasing  the  font  size,  as 
a solution  to  help  retain  the  balance  of  the  composition. 

Ms.  Manton  and  Commissioner  Smith  both  agreed  that  there  should  not  be  abbreviations,  particularly  with  the 
use  of  the  word  “neighborhood.” 

Commissioner  Stryker  asked  how  the  location  was  determined. 

Mr.  Kramer  described  the  location  as  the  gateway  to  the  Mission  Dolores  District. 

Commissioner  Chow  asked  whether  there  has  been  community  input,  which  is  an  important  part  of  the  Civic 
Design  Review  process.  Mr.  Kramer  said  there  has  not. 

Commissioner  Smith  recommended  reaching  out  to  the  community,  perhaps  holding  a community  meeting, 
and  commented  that  the  Department  of  Public  Works  will  require  a public  notice  about  the  installation  of  the 
plaque  through  their  Encroachment  Permit  Process.  The  notice  could  be  a good  opportunity  for  the  community 
to  give  input  if  there  is  no  other  means  planned. 

Commissioner  Smith  mentioned  that  Mr.  Kramer  might  need  to  compromise  with  the  community  about  design 
modifications  if  any  objections  arise. 

Commissioner  Smith  asked  about  the  orientation  of  the  plaque.  Mr.  Kramer  explained  it  would  be  centered  in 
the  sidewalk.  Commissioner  Keehn  suggested  to  consider  offsetting  the  positioning  of  the  plaque,  as  center 
orientation  often  increases  the  possibility  of  cracking. 

Commissioner  Stryker  suggested  working  with  a landscape  architect  to  help  with  the  technical  aspects  of  the 
installation  such  as  the  anchoring  system. 

Commissioner  Chow  suggested  that  Mr.  Kramer  speak  further  with  Civic  Design  Review  staff  about  available 
resources  for  fabrication,  design  and  ADA  issues. 

Commissioner  Smith  called  for  public  comment:  There  was  no  public  comment. 

Commissioner  Keehn  asked  Ms.  Manton  if  there  were  official  guidelines  for  plaques,  which  will  be  important  for 
the  Committee  to  consider  in  the  subsequent  Civic  Design  reviews.  Matthew  Contos,  Civic  Design  Review 
Intern,  explained  that  the  guidelines  are  being  finalized  and  will  be  posted  on  the  Civic  Design  Review  website 
upon  their  completion.  Ms.  Manton  said  that  she  will  work  to  complete  them  and  distribute  them  to  the 
Committee  members. 


There  was  no  public  comment. 
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The  motion  was  approved  unanimously  as  follows. 

Motion  to  approve  the  design  and  general  placement  of  the  Mission  Dolores  Plaque,  with  the  contingency  that 
the  word  “Neighborhood”  be  spelled  out,  and  that  the  project  return  for  Phase  2 and  3 review  with  sufficient 
technical  details  appropriate  to  the  review  phase,  such  as  the  landscape  architect’s  drawing  showing 
placement,  orientation  and  anchoring  for  the  plaque. 


3.  Kimbell  Playground:  Phase  3 

J.  Marien  Cross,  Project  Manager,  Recreation  and  Parks,  updated  the  Committee  on  the  alterations  to  the 
playground  design  since  their  previous  review.  The  playground  was  relocated  to  the  east  side  of  the  site  on 
Geary  Boulevard  to  avoid  tree  drip  lines.  She  explained  that  the  design  has  not  changed. 

Edward  Chin,  Project  Landscape  Architect,  Department  of  Public  Works,  explained  that  some  play  equipment 
has  been  rearranged  to  accommodate  better  solar  orientation. 

Commissioner  Keehn  asked  whether  the  project  could  be  approved  without  knowing  all  the  details. 

Commissioner  Smith  stated  that  if  there  were  any  significant  changes,  another  review  would  be  required. 

Commissioner  Chow  asked  to  have  drawings  of  the  fence  line  included  in  the  design  plan. 

Commissioner  Smith  suggested  that  the  gate  design  could  be  altered  to  a more  rectangular  shape  to 
complement  the  aesthetics  of  the  fence. 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

The  motion  was  approved  unanimously  as  follows. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  3 of  the  Kimbell  Playground  renovation  on  the  condition  that  the  gate  be  rectangular 
rather  than  rounded,  and  contingent  on  submission  of  final  documents  from  the  successful  bidder;  any 
significant  changes  will  require  additional  review. 


4.  SFMTA  Operator  Convenience  Facilities:  Phase  3 

Will  Kwan  of  DPW  presented  a site-specific  design  for  the  SFMTA  Operator  Convenience  Facilities  located  at 
32nd  Avenue  and  Geary  Boulevard.  He  explained  that  the  design  addressed  the  Committee’s  comments  from 
the  previous  review,  such  as  the  location  of  the  facilities  in  relationship  to  the  comer,  the  landscaping  east  of 
the  eucalyptus  tree,  and  the  incline  from  Geary  Boulevard. 

Commissioner  Chow  commented  that  they  have  reviewed  this  particular  location  only  once  in  the  past. 

Mr.  Kwan  presented  a new  design  that  positioned  the  facilities  as  close  as  possible  to  32nd  Avenue  without 
impacting  larger  tree  roots.  He  added  that  two  small  trees  will  have  to  be  removed,  and  the  majority  of 
landscape  design  only  impacted  shrubs.  He  continued  to  describe  the  facilities  structures  by  explaining  that 
they  will  include  a painted  edge  treatment  to  match  the  plaster. 
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Commissioner  Smith  suggested  that  galvanized  coating  may  look  better. 

Mr.  Kwan  replied  that  SFMTA  requires  a standard  paint  for  all  structures  so  they  can  easily  paint  over  any 
graffiti. 

Commissioner  Stryker  asked  whether  the  two  facilities  could  share  a platform.  Mr.  Kwan  explained  that  SFMTA 
regulations  would  not  allow  for  the  units  to  share  a platform.  He  included  that  all  the  other  SFMTA  Facilities 
sites  only  have  one  single  unit  structures,  which  was  simpler  and  less  expensive  than  having  to  order 
mirror-image  structures. 

Commissioner  Stryker  thanked  Mr.  Kwan  for  his  work  and  asked  that  he  keep  in  touch  about  their  progress. 
There  was  no  public  comment. 

The  motion  was  approved  unanimously  as  follows. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  3 of  the  San  Francisco  Municipal  Transportation  Agency’s  Operator  Convenience 
Facilities  to  be  located  on  Geary  Boulevard  near  32nd  Avenue. 


5.  SFO  West  Field  Cargo  Redevelopment  Facility:  Phases  1 and  2 

Robert  Jansen,  Project  Architect,  Kwan  Henmi  Architects,  explained  that  the  design  for  the  building  is  being 
fast  tracked  to  be  operational  in  the  summer  of  2014.  He  presented  the  designs  and  described  them  as  having 
large  fagades  with  playful  elements  that  still  maintain  the  functionality  of  the  building.  He  stressed  the 
importance  of  the  roof  design,  as  it  will  be  seen  by  travelers  from  the  airplanes  overhead. 

The  functionality  of  the  building  must  allow  for  trucks  and  airplanes  to  have  access  to  the  building.  The 
construction  plan  includes  ground  floor  offices,  and  offices  on  the  second  floor  as  well  as  storage  for  large 
cargo.  The  roof  design  wraps  around  the  structure,  and  yellow  translucent  material  will  serve  as  a window  that 
allows  some  daylight  into  the  building.  The  sunlight  must  be  minimal,  as  cargo  could  be  affected  by  too  much 
sunlight. 

Commissioner  Smith  asked  how  the  building  was  lit  at  night. 

Mr.  Jansen  replied  that  it  is  a twenty-four  hour  facility,  and  is  often  open  all  night.  The  building  is  illuminated  by 
fixtures  from  the  overhang  on  the  side  of  the  truck  entrance,  and  is  illuminated  on  the  airplane  side  is  by  light 
masts  about  eighty  feet  tall. 

Commissioner  Stryker  asked  how  the  Airport  plans  on  dealing  with  storm  surge  and  rising  seas. 

Mr.  Jansen  explained  that  the  Airport  is  looking  into  those  issues,  although  FEMA  has  concluded  that  the  cargo 
building’s  location  is  not  as  critical  as  others. 

Commissioner  Stryker  complimented  the  use  of  native  plants  but  added  that  there  is  no  wildlife  in  the  area  so 
they  may  want  to  focus  more  on  plants  that  withstand  heat  and  wind. 
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Commissioner  Chow  commented  that  the  ideal  structure  will  be  simple,  and  will  utilize  good  composition.  He 
also  added  that  the  metal  panels  on  wall  and  roof  do  not  have  enough  contrast  in  color  and  materials. 

Commissioner  Smith  suggested  that  the  offices  be  painted  a little  darker  so  they  will  pop  out  from  the  wall.  He 
concluded  that  the  current  colors  will  look  same  in  the  bright  daylight. 

Commissioner  Chow  suggested  that  the  colors,  materials,  doors  and  canopy  could  all  be  revised,  as  they 
could  be  of  higher  contrast  to  each  other. 

Commissioner  Smith  questioned  the  use  of  the  yellow  slot  windows,  and  recommended  thinking  about 
different  materials. 

Mr.  Jansen  explained  that  he  wanted  to  unite  the  building  design  with  minimal  color,  so  the  building  does  not 
look  like  a Christmas  tree.  He  explained  that  previous  designs  utilized  a variety  of  colors  and  would  consider 
other  options. 

Commissioner  Keehn  supported  the  use  of  more  color.  Commissioner  Chow  suggested  that  everything  needs 
more  color. 

Commissioner  Smith  moved  to  approve  Phases  1 and  2 SFO  West  Field  Cargo  Redevelopment  Facility. 
Commissioner  Chow  seconded  the  motion. 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

The  motion  was  approved  unanimously  as  follows. 

Motion  to  approve  Phases  1 and  2 of  the  San  Francisco  International  Airport  West  Field  Cargo 
Redevelopment  Facility  contingent  on  adding  more  color  and  increasing  the  contrast  between  the  roof  and  the 
walls,  with  informal  review  prior  to  Phase  3. 


6.  Sunol  Yard  Improvements:  Phase  1 

Tim  Ramirez,  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (“SFPUC”),  shared  photos  of  the  site  that  included 
images  of  the  staff  in  the  field,  the  new  building  and  the  watershed.  He  explained  that  the  SFPUC  has 
undertaken  a robust  community  process  since  201 0 in  the  development  of  the  design. 

Bryan  Dessaure,  Project  Manager,  SFPUC,  gave  an  overview  of  the  proposed  designs,  including  the  alteration 
plans  to  Temple  Road,  Corporation  Yard,  and  the  Watershed  Center. 

Mr.  Dessaure  described  the  watershed  as  the  largest  in  the  East  Bay  and  Alameda  County,  and  explained  that 
it  is  a crucial  part  of  the  infrastructure  of  the  City’s  water  system.  He  mentioned  that  some  of  the  current 
structures  are  in  disrepair  and  dilapidated,  and  will  be  demolished  and  replaced.  The  entry  road  landscaping 
will  include  walnut  trees  that  will  spread  out  over  a half-mile  and  will  be  placed  at  50’  intervals.  Redbuds  and 
columnar  trees  are  also  being  planted.  The  trees  will  be  arranged  in  a grid.  A public  orchard  will  also  be  planted 
along  Temple  Road. 
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The  project  includes  one  administration  building,  two  buildings  that  function  as  shops  and  four  covered 
buildings  for  storage.  The  designs  and  locations  of  these  buildings  were  also  presented  as  well  as  the  central 
gallery  space,  which  are  to  be  placed  along  a linear  grid,  including  a semi-public  lunchroom  and  multiple 
meeting  spaces  that  connect  with  public  space.  The  structures  are  designed  to  be  as  sustainable  as  possible. 
Operable  windows,  natural  ventilation,  and  radiant  heat  concrete  will  be  included  to  help  circulate  air. 

Commissioner  Smith  commented  that  he  likes  the  expression  of  gravel  country  in  the  design  and  asked  about 
the  materials  of  the  walls. 

Mr.  Dessaure  explained  that  the  walls  are  1 2 feet  high  and  use  materials  that  reflect  the  local  environment.  He 
commented  that  as  owners  of  the  quarry  they  can  get  materials  at  cost,  including  concrete. 

Commissioner  Keehn  commented  that  the  design  has  improved. 

Commissioner  Chow  complimented  the  functionality  and  sustainability  of  the  design.  He  noted  that  the  walls 
seem  unresolved,  and  it  will  be  important  to  show  how  it  relates  to  the  materials.  He  asked  the  designers  to 
consider  how  masonry  and  color  are  related. 

Commissioner  Chow  asked  about  the  choice  to  use  rollup  doors,  and  why,  and  whether  they  were  glazed. 

Mr.  Dessaure  explained  that  they  are  still  debating  the  use  of  the  rollup  doors  and  they  will  consider  the 
Committee’s  suggestions. 

Commissioner  Chow  commented  that  the  planting  is  very  spread  out  and  that  there  may  be  an  opportunity  to 
compress  the  landscape  plan. 

Mr.  Dessaure  said  that  he  believes  that  the  use  of  columnar  trees  will  give  a sense  of  compression. 

In  conclusion,  Commissioner  Chow  recommended  that  the  trees  be  moved  closer  together.  Commissioner 
Stryker  agreed  and  suggested  considering  the  use  of  the  trees  to  help  shade  the  roofs  of  the  buildings  to  cool 
the  roof  and  reduce  energy  use.  She  stated  that  shade  on  roofs  could  reduce  the  temperature  by  ten  to  fifteen 
degrees.  She  suggested  further  investigation  of  the  tree  spacing  as  walnut  trees  have  broad  canopies  that  will 
overlap.  If  they  were  closer  to  each  other,  the  trees  could  provide  a large  shaded  area.  Commissioner  Stryker 
also  commented  that  walnut  trees  can  be  messy  which  will  require  maintenance.  She  noted  that  this  was 
something  the  PUC  should  take  into  account. 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

The  motion  was  approved  unanimously  as  follows. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  Sunol  Yard  Improvement. 


7.  The  Committee  took  a five-minute  break,  reconvening  at  4:49  p.m. 
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8.  SFMTA  Van  Ness  BRT  Informational  Presentation 

Peter  Gabancho,  Project  Manager,  SFMTA  presented  the  project  in  its  very  conceptual  form.  He  explained  that 
the  purpose  of  the  project  is  to  reduce  traffic  congestion  on  Van  Ness  Avenue  and  to  improve  transit  time  by 
separating  car  lanes  from  bus  lanes.  The  improvements  aim  to  reduce  bus  bunching,  increase  passenger 
capacity,  and  use  fewer  buses  and  more  rail  systems.  He  mentioned  that  the  northern  part  of  the  city  has 
limited  access  to  the  transportation  system  and  they  hope  to  expand  that  with  this  project.  In  effort  to  reduce 
the  costs  of  the  new  additions,  a rubber-tire  rail  system  will  be  utilized,  as  it  is  more  cost-effective. 

Construction  is  scheduled  to  begin  in  fall  201 5 and  should  be  completed  and  operational  in  2018.  The 
construction  will  also  include  the  elimination  of  approximately  half  of  the  bus  stops  with  east  and  west 
connections,  and  all  left  turns  will  be  removed  to  improve  traffic  flow.  Since  Van  Ness  is  a Caltrans  right-of-way, 
all  modifications  will  require  approval  from  the  State  of  California.  The  design  will  allow  for  two  buses  to  be 
boarded  simultaneously  on  the  northbound  and  southbound  routes.  Street  poles,  station  platforms  with 
canopies,  wind  shelters  and  landscaping  will  also  be  included  in  the  project  scope. 

Martha  Ketterer,  DPW  Landscape  Architect,  added  that  landscaping  will  be  incorporated  to  separate 
pedestrians  from  traffic.  The  community  has  a strong  interest  in  keeping  trees;  but  some  trees  must  be 
removed  because  of  their  condition. 

Mr.  Kwan  stated  that  the  MTA  wished  to  establish  a consistency  in  the  design  of  its  transit  facilities. 
Commissioner  Smith  stated  that  the  design  should  be  as  modem  and  unique  as  possible.  He  commented  that 
he  likes  the  idea  of  having  larger  well-designed  shelters  in  the  median.  He  recommended  reviewing  the  Third 
Street  T-line  platforms  and  canopies,  as  he  finds  their  design  less  than  successful.  Commissioner  Smith 
added  that  diversity  is  important  to  San  Francisco  and  it  might  not  make  sense  to  have  all  of  the  transit  shelters 
be  of  one  uniform  design  in  all  neighborhood  contexts. 

Commissioner  Stryker  commented  that  it  is  an  ambitious  project  that  could  be  fantastic  and  have  a tremendous 
impact  on  the  look  and  life  of  the  street.  She  recommended  that  the  design  take  a more  contemporary 
approach  and  explore  ways  in  which  the  light  poles  could  light  up  both  the  pedestrian  walkway  and  the  road. 
She  also  commented  that  the  current  sycamore  trees  are  not  doing  so  well. 

Ms.  Ketterer  explained  that  the  current  trees  will  be  removed  because  of  construction,  and  that  she  is  happy  to 
consider  suggestions  for  new  trees. 

Commissioner  Chow  explained  he  is  excited  to  see  the  project  unfold  and  that  it  is  a very  important  addition  to 
the  area.  He  also  asked  that  the  design  team  consider  the  location  of  the  jogging  lanes  and  the  accessibility  of 
safe  loading  and  waiting  areas  for  people  who  struggle  to  cross  the  street. 

Commissioner  Keehn  suggested  that  the  art  and  architectural  design  be  unified  and  to  think  of  the  concept  on 
the  scale  of  the  whole  street. 

Commissioner  Chow  and  Smith  suggested  that  the  MTA  designers  look  at  the  best  transportation  projects 
being  done  in  the  world  as  an  inspiration  for  the  design  of  the  new  Van  Ness  shelters.  They  said  that  this  is  an 
opportunity  to  do  something  great  for  the  City. 


Mr.  DeCaigny  commented  that  the  process  was  working  well,  and  to  keep  in  mind  that  wind  may  be  an  issue. 
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He  also  asked  that  the  design  team  consider  how  public  art  may  be  incorporated  in  the  project. 

Public  Comment 

James  W.  Haas,  City  Hall  Preservation  Commission  and  Community  Benefit  District  member,  explained  that  he 
has  followed  the  project  for  several  years,  and  he  supports  idea.  He  suggested  that  the  stations  take  into 
account  their  positioning  in  historic  districts,  as  he  finds  the  current  temporary  structures  to  be  atrocious.  Mr. 
Has  also  expressed  concern  that  the  platforms  in  front  of  City  Hall  be  appropriate  in  design  to  their  historic 
context.  He  provided  the  Commissioners  with  a copy  of  his  booklet  entitled  Civic  Center  in  the  Post-War 
Years. 


9.  Bayview  Opera  House:  Phase  3 

Amy  Eliot,  Project  Architect,  described  the  recently  held  community  meeting  to  present  the  project’s  final 
design  and  reported  that  the  design  was  well-received,  and  the  comments  from  the  community  were  very 
helpful  in  their  process. 

Walter  Hood,  Project  Landscape  Architect,  explained  that  half  of  the  parking  area  will  be  removed  and  a 
garden  will  be  built  in  its  place.  Twenty  parking  spaces  will  remain.  He  described  the  curtain  fence,  which  will 
incorporate  two  patterns  cut  symmetrically  and  flipped.  The  project  will  also  replace  up  to  fifty  percent  of  the 
current  fence  beams. 

Commissioner  Smith  commented  that  they  seemed  to  be  up  to  speed  with  the  Committee’s  requests  from  the 
last  review. 

Commissioner  Stryker  asked  about  the  lighting.  Ms.  Eliot  replied  that  they  are  still  working  out  the  details,  and 
they  recognize  that  it  is  critical  to  the  project. 

Commissioner  Stryker  moved  for  approval;  Commissioner  Keehn  seconded  the  motion. 

The  project  presentation  concluded  with  applause  from  the  capacity-filled  audience  in  the  room. 

There  was  no  further  public  comment. 

The  motion  was  approved  unanimously  as  follows. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  3 of  the  Bayview  Opera  House  with  the  contingency  that  the  lighting  components  of 
the  design  be  resolved. 


10.  Mission  Bay  Playground:  Phases  1 and  2 

Lila  Hussain  from  the  Successor  Agency  to  the  Redevelopment  Agency  introduced  the  members  of  her  team 
and  explained  that  the  park  was  needed  due  to  the  increase  of  families  and  children  in  the  Mission  Bay  area. 
She  explained  the  intention  of  the  playground  is  to  create  a space  for  active  play  and  opportunities  to  learn 
about  nature,  and  to  increase  the  size  of  the  play  equipment  area.  She  mentioned  that  there  are  numerous 
other  open  space  and  unstructured  natural  locations  within  Mission  Bay.  She  explained  how  the  original  park 
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concept  was  developed  in  2005  and  was  more  oriented  towards  passive  recreation  and  use  by  adults.  With  the 
change  in  the  population  at  Mission  Bay,  the  Successor  Agency  decided  to  reconsider  the  design  and  hired  the 
landscape  architecture  firm  of  Royston,  Hanamoto,  Alley  and  Abbey  (“RHAA”). 

Tom  Fitzgerald,  RHAA,  explained  that  the  playground  features  a larger  play  zone,  and  the  addition  of  new  play 
structures.  He  added  that  there  is  already  a lot  of  open  space  in  the  area  in  other  parks  and  unstructured  open 
space.  He  described  Mission  Bay  Playground  as  a flat  area  that  includes  high  climbing  structures,  group 
swings,  group  spinners,  and  traditional  swings  as  well.  He  mentioned  that  the  use  of  sand  has  been 
problematic  for  maintenance  reasons.  There  will  be  a natural  unstructured  area  in  the  center  of  the  park  for 
children  to  explore  and  create. 

Commissioner  Chow  mentioned  that  he  and  his  family  visit  a lot  of  parks  and  he  appreciates  the  inclusion  of 
nature,  but  he  thought  that  some  of  the  play  structures  won’t  fully  engage  kids.  He  suggested  that  additions  like 
knolls,  berms  and  benches  might  be  more  engaging. 

Commissioner  Keehn  suggested  that  the  climbing  area  be  more  natural  so  that  it  complements  the  other 
natural  components  of  the  playground. 

Commissioner  Smith  suggested  that  they  focus  on  Phase  1 for  now  and  return  at  a later  date  for  Phase  2. 
Commissioner  Chow  suggested  that  an  informal  working  session  between  the  team  and  one  or  two  of  the 
Commissioners  might  be  very  helpful. 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

The  motion  was  approved  unanimously  as  follows. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  Mission  Bay  Playground. 

After  the  vote,  Commissioner  Keehn  left  the  meeting  at  6:30  p.m. 


11.  Fire  Station  #44:  Informational  Presentation 

Youcef  Bouhamama,  Project  Manager,  DPW,  presented  the  renovations  planned  for  Fire  Station  #44.  He 
described  the  additions,  including  a new  roof  and  window  replacements. 

Commissioner  Chow  clarified  that  there  are  no  design  changes,  only  minor  renovations. 

The  Commissioners  were  pleased  with  the  informational  presentation  and  stated  that  they  are  looking  forward 
to  seeing  how  the  design  has  progressed  by  the  time  they  return  for  Phase  1 approval. 


12.  Fire  Station  #36:  Phase  3 

Eric  S.  Robinson,  Principal,  Taggart  Architects,  presented  this  project,  which  is  a comprehensive  remodel 
including  replacement  of  1 960’s  ceramic  tile  cladding  of  the  fagade,  the  installation  of  powder-coated 
aluminum  windows  and  doors,  and  the  addition  of  an  elevator  tower  in  the  rear.  A new  light  fixture  and  a gate  will 
also  be  added. 
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Commissioner  Stryker  asked  about  tree  planting,  and  the  team  explained  that  the  space  was  too  narrow.  There 
was  a brief  discussion  of  incorporating  art  on  the  back  wall  to  combat  graffiti;  however,  the  small  art  budget  for 
this  project  will  be  used  elsewhere.  Commissioner  Chow  requested  that  the  window  frames  not  be  painted  red. 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

The  motion  was  approved  unanimously  as  follows. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  3 of  Fire  Station  #36  renovation,  with  the  contingency  that  the  window  frames  should 
not  be  red. 


13  Angelo  J.  Rossi  Playground  Restroom  Replacement:  Phases  2 and  3 

Mary  Hobson,  Project  Manager  from  Recreation  and  Parks,  presented  the  design  of  the  restrooms,  which 
feature  pale  green  exterior  color,  and  tan  color  for  the  interior.  The  exterior  will  be  painted  stucco  and  painted 
galvanized  steel. 

Ms.  Hobson  showed  the  new  design  for  the  fencing  and  landscaping.  The  landscaping  will  include  ornamental 
garden  planters,  with  lavender  and  white  flowers  and  three  new  trees  to  replace  the  existing  trees.  Ms.  Hobson 
explained  that  the  ornamental  fence  will  be  made  of  iron  and  it  mirrors  the  fence  design  on  other  side  of  street. 

Commissioner  Smith  commented  that  the  green  is  too  pale,  and  the  gray  metal  grillwork  would  look  best  in 
black. 

Commissioner  Chow  added  that  the  metal  window  and  door  grates  should  also  be  black,  and  that  the  tile  color 
be  greener,  richer,  and  more  vibrant  to  have  more  contrast  with  the  rest  of  the  palette.  He  further  commented 
that  the  downspouts  should  be  painted  the  same  color  as  the  building. 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

The  motion  was  approved  unanimously  as  follows. 

Motion  to  approve  Phases  2 and  3 of  the  Angelo  J.  Rossi  Playground  Restroom  Replacement  contingent  on 
making  the  color  palette  more  vibrant,  including  a richer  green  tile  for  greater  contrast,  and  making  the  metal 
grillwork  black. 


14.  Public  Comment 

There  was  no  further  public  comment. 


15.  New  Business 

There  was  no  new  business. 
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16.  Old  Business 

There  was  no  old  business. 


17.  Adjournment 

There  being  no  further  business,  the  meeting  was  adjourned  at  6:58  p.m. 
MC  4/29/13 


Language  Accessibility 

Translated  written  materials  and  interpretation  services  are  available  to  you  at  no  cost.  For 
assistance,  please  notify  Commission  Secretary  Sharon  Page  Ritchie,  415-252-2591, 

sharon.page_ritchie@sfgov.org. 

Commission  Secretary  Sharon  Page  Ritchie, 

415-252-2591 , sharon.page_ritchie@sfgov.org. 

Materiales  traducidos  y servicios  de  interpretacion  estan  disponibles  para  usted  de  manera  gratuita.  Para 
asistencia,  notifique  a Commission  Secretary  Sharon  Page  Ritchie,  415-252-2591 , 
sharon.page_ritchie@sfgov.org. 
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SAN  FRANCISCO  ARTS  COMMISSION 
CIVIC  DESIGN  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 
Monday,  May  20,  2013 
3:00  pm 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  70 
Agenda 


1.  Roll  Call 

2.  Fire  Station  #16:  Phase  2 

Action 

Approximately  20  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  dates:  10/15/12,  1/14/13 
Gabriella  Cirelli,  Project  Manager,  Department  of  Public  Works  Agency 
Benito  Olguin  Project  Architect,  Department  of  Public  Works  Agency 

Explanatory  documents:  Request  Form.  Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  2 of  the  Fire  Station  #16  Project. 

3.  United  States  Postal  Service  Gopost  Pilot  Project:  Phase  1 

Action 

Approximately  30  minutes 

Rosemary  Fernandez,  District  Manager,  San  Francisco,  United  States  Postal  Service 
Diana  Alvarado,  Postmaster  of  San  Francisco 

Explanatory  document:  Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  United  States  Postal  Service 
Gopost  pilot  project. 

4.  Mission  Bay  Park  #26:  Phase  1 

Action 

Approximately  20  minutes 

This  project  was  not  previously  reviewed. 

Catherine  Reilly,  Project  Manager,  CCII 
John  Gibbs,  Landscape  Architect 

Explanatory  documents:  Request  Form.  Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  Mission  Bay  Park  #26  Project. 
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5.  Mission  Bay  Playground  #6:  Phases  1 and  2 

Action 

Approximately  30  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  4/15/13. 

Catherine  Reilly,  Project  Manager  CCII 
Cordy  Hill,  Project  Landscape  Architect,  RHAA 
Others:  Tom  Fitzgerald,  RHAA 

Explanatory  documents:  Request  Form,  Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phases  1 and  2 of  the  Mission  Bay 
Playground  #6  Project. 

6.  1550  Evans  Street:  Phase  1 

Action 

Approximately  20  minutes 

This  project  was  not  previously  reviewed. 

Shelby  Campbell,  Project  Manager,  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 
Mike  Pierron,  Project  Architect,  Department  of  Public  Works 
Marilyn  Thomson,  Project  Architect,  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 
Edward  Chin,  Landscape  Architect,  Department  of  Public  Works 

Explanatory  documents:  Request  Form,  Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  1550  Evans  Project. 

7.  Twin  Peaks  Reservoir:  Phase  3 

Action 

Approximately  1 0 minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  10/15/12 

Project  Architect,  Kent  Ford,  Department  of  Public  Works 

Project  Manager,  David  Myerson,  Department  of  Public  Works 

Explanatory  documents:  Request  Form,  Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  3 of  the  Twin  Peaks  Reservoir  Project. 

8.  Plaque  Guidelines 

Discussion 

Explanatory  document:  Draft  Guidelines 

9.  New  Business 

Discussion 

(This  item  is  to  allow  Commissioners  to  introduce  new  agenda  items  for  consideration.) 


San  Francisco  Arts  Commission  Civic  Design  Review  Committee  Agenda 
Monday,  May  20,  2013 


Page  3 of  4 


10.  Public  Comment 

(This  item  is  to  allow  members  of  the  public  to  comment  generally  on  matters  within  the 
Committee ’s  purview  as  well  as  to  suggest  new  agenda  items  for  the  Committee ’s 
consideration.) 

11.  Adjournment 


Notices 

Explanatory  documents  listed  above,  as  well  as  documents  created  or  distributed  after  the  posting  of  this  agenda  to 
the  Arts  Commission  will  be  available  for  public  inspection  and  copying  at  the  Arts  Commission  office,  25  Van 
Ness  Avenue,  Suite  345,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  during  regular  business  hours.  Info:  Jill  Manton,  415-252-2585. 
PLEASE  NOTE:  The  Arts  Commission  often  receives  documents  created  or  submitted  by  other  City  officials, 
agencies  or  departments  after  the  posting  of  the  Arts  Commission  agenda.  For  such  documents  or  presentations, 
members  of  the  public  may  wish  to  contact  the  originating  agency  if  they  seek  documents  not  yet  provided  to  the 
Arts  Commission. 

Public  comment  in  regard  to  specific  items  will  be  taken  before  or  during  consideration  of  the  item. 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited  at  this 
meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  of  any  person(s)  responsible  for 
the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple 
chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be 
sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City  accommodate  these  individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to  participate  in 
the  meeting,  please  contact  Jill  Manton,  415-252-2585,  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting,  except  for  Monday 
meetings,  for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative  action  may  be 
required  by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  (San  Francisco  Campaign  and  Governmental  Conduct  Code 
sections  2.100-2.160)  to  register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance, 
please  contact  the  Ethics  Commission  at  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  telephone 
415/252-3100,  fax  415/252-3112  and  http://www.sfethics.org/ethics/2009/12/lobbvist-ordinance-2010.html. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 

Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decision  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions,  boards, 
councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures 
that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people's  review. 

For  information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  (Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative 
Code)  or  to  report  a violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  by  mail  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B. 
Goodlett  Place,  Room  244,  San  Francisco  CA  94102;  phone  at  (415)  554-7724;  fax  at  (415)  554-7854;  or  by  email 
at  sotf@sfgov.org 

Citizens  may  obtain  a free  copy  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  by  printing  Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco 
Administrative  Code  on  the  Internet,  at  http://www.sfbos.org/sunshine 
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enhancement  system,  meeting  materials  in  alternative  formats,  and/or  a reader.  Minutes  may  be  translated  after  they 
have  been  adopted  by  the  Commission.  For  all  these  requests,  please  contact  Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special 
Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager,  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting  at  415-252-2585.  Late 
requests  will  be  honored  if  possible.  The  hearing  room  is  wheelchair  accessible. 
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U 415-252-2585  [p]  Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager 
POLITICA  DE  ACCESO  A LA  REUNION 

De  acuerdo  con  la  Ley  sobre  Estadounidenses  con  Discapacidades  (American  Disabilities  Act)  y la  Ordenanza  de 
Acceso  a Idiomas  (Language  Access  Ordinance)  interpretes  de  chino,  espanol,  y lenguaje  de  senas  estaran 
disponibles  de  ser  requeridos.  En  adicion,  se  hara  todo  el  esfiierzo  posible  para  proveer  un  sistema  mejoramiento  de 
sonido,  materiales  de  la  reunion  en  formatos  alternatives,  y/o  proveer  un  leedor.  Las  minutas  podran  ser  traducidas 
luego  de  ser  aprobadas  por  la  Comision.  Para  solicitar  estos  servicios,  favor  contactar  a Jill  Manton,  Director  of 
Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager,  por  lo  menos  48  horas  antes  de  la  reunion  al  415-252- 
2585.  Las  solicitudes  tardias  seran  consideradas  de  ser  posible.  La  sala  de  audiencia  es  accesible  a silla  de  ruedas. 
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May  20,  2013 

Civic  Design  Review  Committee  - May  20,  2013 

MEETING  OF  THE  CIVIC  DESIGN  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 
OF  THE  SAN  FRANCISCO  ARTS  COMMISSION 


Monday,  May  20, 201 3 
3:00  p.m. 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  70 


Minutes 


Committee  Chair  Cass  Calder  Smith  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  3:03  p.m. 

1.  Roll  Call 

Commissioners  Present 

Cass  Calder  Smith 
Leo  Chow 
Dorka  Keehn 
Roberto  Ordenana 
Kimberlee  Stryker 
Commissioners  Absent 
None 

Staff  Present 

Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Public  Art  Trust  and  Special  Initiatives 
Sharon  Page  Ritchie,  Commission  Secretary 
Matthew  Contos,  Civic  Design  Review  Intern 

DOCUMENTS  DEP' 

2.  Fire  Station  #16  Phase  2 

This  item  was  withdrawn  from  the  agenda. 

SAN  • 

PUBLIC  LIBRARY 

3.  United  States  Postal  Service  GoPost  Pilot  Project:  Phase  1 

Postmaster  Raj  Sanghera  and  James  Wigdel  appeared  on  behalf  of  the  United  States  Postal  Service 
(“USPS”),  San  Francisco. 

Ms.  Sanghera  introduced  the  USPS  GoPost  Project  as  an  alternate  method  to  send  and  receive  parcels.  Many 
European  countries  such  as  Germany,  Poland  and  the  United  Kingdom  are  currently  using  the  GoPost  model. 
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GoPost  offers  the  convenience  of  a self-automated  postal  service,  in  which  customers  can  send  and  receive 
packages  24  hours  a day,  seven  days  a week. 

The  structure  consists  of  several  lockers  and  an  interactive  touch-screen  computer  similar  to  an  ATM  machine. 
GoPost  is  24  feet  long,  8 feet  wide  and  9 feet  high.  The  structure  includes  an  awning  with  LED  lighting,  24-hour 
security  cameras  and  the  design  will  include  the  standard  postal  service  logo  and  color  palette  (red,  white  and 
blue).  The  paint  will  be  graffiti-resistant  to  help  minimize  maintenance,  and  the  GoPost  design  is  in  compliance 
with  ADA  policies.  It  is  intended  to  be  installed  in  public  areas  where  it  can  be  easily  accessed  by  customers. 

Mr.  Wigdel  explained  that  the  USPS  has  been  working  closely  with  Department  of  Public  Works  staff  to 
determine  the  best  location  for  GoPost.  Potential  sites  under  consideration  include:  Market  and  Drumm  Streets 
and  Hallidie  Plaza.  Commissioner  Chow  asked  how  the  locations  were  determined.  Nick  Eisner,  Department  of 
Public  Works,  explained  that  Hallidie  Plaza  is  ideal  for  foot  traffic  and  public  access.  The  structure  is  proposed 
to  be  installed  on  the  street  level  adjacent  to  a bus  stop.  At  the  Market  Street  and  Drumm  Street  location,  the 
GoPost  structure  would  be  installed  near  Wells  Fargo  Bank. 

Commissioner  Chow  asked  if  the  services  are  provided  only  by  the  Postal  Service  or  by  third-party  companies 
as  well.  Ms.  Sanghera  responded  that  third-party  shipping  services,  such  as  UPS  and  FedEx  also  provide 
delivery  and  pick  up  at  the  GoPost  structure. 

Commissioner  Chow  asked  why  the  USPS  wished  to  install  the  GoPost  structure  on  City  property,  rather  than 
private  property.  Ms.  Sanghera  responded  that  on  the  East  coast , GoPost  units  are  installed  in  malls  and  other 
privately  owned  locations.  They  would  like  to  extend  the  GoPost  services  to  public  spaces  to  increase 
accessibility.  She  added  that  the  San  Francisco  GoPost  project  is  a pilot  program  to  determine  whether 
working  with  the  City  is  a good  option. 

Commissioner  Chow  affirmed  the  benefit  and  value  of  the  services  offered  by  GoPost  and  the  concept  of  the 
project.  He  added  that  the  Civic  Design  Review  committee  focuses  on  design  issues  and  the  impact  of 
architecture  and  structures  on  the  look  and  experience  of  San  Francisco.  He  said  that  the  large  size  of  the 
structure  has  the  potential  to  obstruct  the  public  right-of-way.  He  expressed  his  concerns  with  the  pre-designed 
aesthetics  of  the  structure  and  that  the  current  design  does  not  complement  the  proposed  sites. 

Commissioner  Smith  asked  whether  other  sites  were  considered.  Mr.  Eisner  explained  that  they  looked  into 
areas  around  the  Ferry  Building  and  Pier  39,  but  those  locations  did  not  work  out. 

Ms.  Sanghera  said  that  it  may  be  possible  to  condense  or  modify  the  design. 

Commissioner  Stryker  asked  whether  they  have  explored  private  locations  such  as  storefronts  or  lobbies,  and 
she  reiterated  Commissioner  Chow’s  concern  about  obstructing  the  public  right-of-way.  Commissioner  Stryker 
also  pointed  out  that  Hallidie  Plaza  will  undergo  significant  redesign  in  the  near  future,  and  added  that  a 
permanent  structure  might  create  a conflict  with  the  Street  Artist  spaces. 

Commissioner  Keehn  suggested  that  there  has  been  little  consideration  given  to  the  aesthetics  of  the  design 
and  the  structure’s  impact  on  the  street.  She  thought  that  the  current  design  would  have  a huge  impact,  given 
its  scale  and  its  unappealing  design.  She  encouraged  the  project  managers  to  consider  the  challenges  of 
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redesigning  the  structure  as  an  opportunity  to  be  innovative. 

Commissioner  Chow  asked  about  the  design  for  the  back  of  the  structure.  Mr.  Wigdel  stated  that  they  have 
discussed  the  potential  of  donating  the  back  of  the  structure  to  a local  organization  for  painting  murals  or 
displaying  temporary  art. 

Commissioner  Smith  responded  that  displaying  art  in  public  space  can  be  complicated  as  it  requires  curating, 
managing,  and  maintenance.  He  proposed  that  GoPost  consider  a design  and/or  location  in  which  the  back  of 
the  structure  is  not  visible. 

Commissioner  Chow  asked  whether  they  have  considered  other  locations,  such  as  BART  stations,  or  other 
privately  owned  spaces  that  encounter  heavy  foot  traffic. 

Commissioner  Smith  asked  if  smaller  iterations  of  the  structure  have  been  designed.  Mr.  Wigdel  explained  that 
he  had  explored  other  size  options,  but  that  there  is  currently  only  one  size  available. 

Commissioner  Smith  suggested  that  the  project  managers  refine  the  GoPost’s  industrial  design  including  the 
roof,  the  color  palette,  and  other  design  details.  He  described  the  postal  colors  as  non-innovative  and 
suggested  using  more  dynamic  color  schemes. 

Commissioner  Chow  requested  photos  of  the  structure  installed  at  other  sites,  and  more  detailed  images  of 
the  design.  He  was  concerned  about  the  scale  of  the  structure,  and  called  it  a building:  it  is  taller  than  a person, 
large  both  vertically  and  horizontally,  and  someone  could  hide  behind  it. 

Commissioner  Smith  opened  the  floor  for  public  comment. 

Public  Comment: 

Mr.  Milo  Hanke,  past  President  of  San  Francisco  Beautiful,  expressed  his  agreement  with  the  Commissioners’ 
comments.  He  said  the  design  was  a misfit  for  the  street  and  would  only  add  to  the  street  clutter  that  the  City  is 
trying  to  reduce.  He  said  that  it  takes  away  from  the  sense  of  place  along  Market  Street  and  stated  that  there  is 
no  room  in  the  public  right-of-way  for  these  structures.  He  cautioned  the  project  managers  about  adding  more 
structures  to  public  space,  as  he  anticipated  that  this  would  be  met  with  negative  reactions.  He  explained  that 
the  City  is  working  to  remove  a lot  of  the  clutter  in  public  spaces,  such  as  the  newspaper  stands.  He 
recommended  that  USPS  install  the  structures  on  private  property  and  pay  rent. 

Mr.  Alex  Walker  of  San  Francisco  Beautiful  expressed  his  concern  about  the  size  of  the  structure,  comparing  it 
to  the  size  of  a storefront  building.  He  also  underscored  the  need  for  more  public  outreach  to  let  the  public 
share  their  thoughts.  He  said  that  he  liked  the  functionality  and  convenience  of  the  GoPost  services,  but  he 
does  not  like  the  idea  of  adding  more  clutter  to  public  spaces. 

Commissioner  Smith  offered  that  one  or  two  of  the  Commissioners  could  work  with  the  project  managers  to 
help  them  prepare  for  the  Phase  1 review.  Commissioner  Smith  added  that  the  current  design  and  state  of  the 
project  need  a lot  of  improvement  and  that  an  individual  meeting  would  offer  more  time  for  detailed  reflection 
and  revisions.  He  reiterated  that  the  aesthetic  design,  the  location  and  the  scale  of  the  structure  are  the  biggest 
concerns. 
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Commissioner  Keehn  stated  that  the  structure  does  not  belong  on  public  property  and  cannot  move  forward 
with  Phase  1 at  this  point. 

No  action  was  taken  by  the  Committee. 

4 Mission  Bay  Park  #26:  Phase  1 

Catherine  Reilly,  Project  Manager  from  the  Commission  on  Community  Innovation  and  Infrastructure, 
introduced  the  Mission  Bay  Park  project  and  expressed  her  hope  to  fast-track  final  design  and  construction  to 
enable  the  park  to  open  in  February  2015.  The  park  will  be  located  in  front  of  the  new  UCSF  Children’s  Hospital 
in  the  south  part  of  Mission  Bay.  Ms.  Reilly  described  how  the  design  centered  on  nature  and  is  intended  to 
preserve  a nature-based  theme  in  all  elements  of  the  park,  which  will  be  named  Mariposa  Park.  She 
commented  that  this  park’s  revised  design  incorporates  many  of  the  features  and  characteristics  that  the 
Committee  recommended  during  their  review  of  Mission  Bay  Park  #6. 

Landscape  architect  James  Stickley  of  WRT  stated  that  the  park  design  intends  to  address  the  needs  of  the 
residents  in  Mission  Bay,  Potrero  Hill  and  Dogpatch,  as  well  as  benefiting  the  adjacent  Children’s  Hospital  and 
local  businesses.  He  explained  that  they  have  received  positive  feedback  from  the  businesses  and  community 
members  in  the  area.  A letter  of  support  from  UCSF  was  submitted  for  the  public  record. 

Commissioner  Stryker  asked  for  a further  explanation  about  the  children’s  play  area.  She  encouraged  the 
designers  to  allow  for  the  children’s  play  to  include  interaction  with  the  environment,  to  add  more  richness  to 
the  play  experience,  and  to  use  real  butterfly  habitat  such  as  Buddleia  plants  to  reinforce  the  theme  of  the  park. 

Mr.  Stickley  reported  on  the  community’s  interest  in  a nature-based  design.  He  described  how  the  design  of  the 
park  relates  to  the  theme  of  metamorphosis:  The  children’s  area  references  larval  stages,  the  curved  balance 
beams  mimic  the  curves  of  butterfly  wings,  and  the  park  will  include  educational  facts  about  butterflies.  Mr. 
Stickley  added  that  they  hope  to  create  a butterfly  habitat,  but  the  area  is  subject  to  harsh  winds  that  are  not 
attractive  to  butterflies.  He  noted  that  informative  plaques  that  educate  visitors  about  butterflies  and  their  habitat 
will  be  installed  to  help  supplement  the  metamorphosis  theme. 

Commissioner  Stryker  replied  that  some  children  are  too  young  to  read  and  that  real  butterflies  would  benefit 
the  park  and  reinforce  the  theme. 

Mr.  Stickley  added  that  the  area  had  previously  been  wetlands,  and  they  are  considering  possibilities  of  reviving 
some  of  the  former  elements  of  that  habitat.  The  design  also  considers  the  history  of  the  site,  including  the 
former  railyard  now  buried  beneath  rubble  from  the  1906  earthquake.  He  noted  the  abundance  of  fill  dirt  and 
the  design  team’s  intention  to  use  the  excess  fill  to  create  sculptural  landforms  that  enclose  play  areas  and  the 
plaza,  and  help  to  mitigate  noise  from  the  freeway. 

Commissioner  Stryker  inquired  about  flooding  issues  and  the  sea  level  of  the  park  and  expressed  concern 
about  the  width  of  the  sidewalks  and  the  potential  conflict  between  pedestrians  and  children. 

Landscape  architect  Laura  Tepper  of  WRT  confirmed  that  they  are  considering  sea  level  rise  and  are  still  in  the 
process  of  determining  the  potential  effects  it  may  have  on  the  park. 
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Commissioner  Stryker  also  expressed  her  concern  about  the  overlapping  of  bicycle  and  pedestrian  traffic,  and 
that  the  traffic  on  the  path  may  be  a safety  concern. 

Ms.  Tepper  responded  that  the  bike  path  will  mostly  be  used  by  children,  as  there  are  paths  nearby  that  cater  to 
commuters  and  adult  cyclists. 

Commissioner  Chow  added  that  there  is  a significant  difference  between  how  six-year-olds  and  twelve- 
year-olds  use  bike  paths  and  suggested  that  the  team  consider  ways  to  attend  to  the  needs  of  a variety  of 
ages.  Commissioner  Stryker  suggested  using  multiple  textures  for  the  pavement  on  the  path  to  delineate 
separate  spaces  for  experienced  and  novice  riders. 

Commissioner  Chow  stated  his  appreciation  for  the  architectural  elements  and  inquired  about  the  placement  of 
a crosswalk  at  Mariposa  and  Minnesota.  Mr.  Stickley  indicated  that  there  will  be  a crosswalk  at  that  location. 

Commissioner  Smith  stated  that  the  southern  entry  to  the  park  should  be  as  strong  as  the  northern  entry.  He 
liked  the  manipulated  topography,  and  he  recommended  moving  the  gabion  walls  away  from  the  bike  paths  and 
providing  more  overall  seating  in  the  park. 

Commissioner  Keehn  asked  about  the  inclusion  of  public  art.  Ms.  Reilly  responded  that  there  is  a public  art 
fund  with  close  to  $1  million.  She  stated  that  her  agency  plans  to  work  with  the  Arts  Commission  to  develop  an 
Arts  Master  Plan  and  ultimately  select  artists  for  project.  Commissioner  Keehn  said  that  this  should  be  done 
sooner,  rather  than  later. 

Commissioner  Smith  opened  the  floor  for  public  comment. 

Public  Comment: 

Corinne  Woods  of  the  Mission  Bay  Citizens  Advisory  Committee  expressed  her  excitement  about  the  positive 
impacts  the  park  will  have  on  the  surrounding  areas.  She  also  expressed  her  appreciation  for  the  designers’ 
attention  to  the  community’s  needs  and  input. 

Melissa  White,  from  the  University  of  California  at  San  Francisco,  expressed  her  support  for  the  park  and 
stated  that  it  will  be  a welcome  improvement  to  the  Mission  Bay  area. 

Commissioner  Smith  moved  to  approve  Phase  1 , and  requested  that  when  the  team  returns  for  Phase  2 
review,  they  reconsider  the  safety  components  of  the  bike  paths,  diversify  the  landscaping  and  use  of  natural 
topography,  and  seek  new  ways  to  engage  with  children  of  a variety  of  ages. 

The  motion  was  approved  unanimously  as  follows. 

Motion  to  approve  Mission  Bay  Park  #26,  Phase  1. 


5.  Mission  Bay  Playground  # 6:  Phases  2 and  3 

Staff  clarified  that  this  project  was  in  fact  seeking  approval  for  Phases  2 and  3,  not  1 and  2. 

Cordelia  Hill  from  Royston  Hanamoto  Alley  and  Abey  acknowledged  the  team’s  appreciation  of  the  comments 
and  recommendations  made  by  the  Committee  at  its  April  1 5,  201 3 meeting  and  stated  that  they  have  helped 
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to  move  the  project  in  a positive  direction.  A major  concern  articulated  by  the  Committee  was  the  lack  of 
integration  within  the  landscape  design.  She  explained  that  the  revised  design  features  a dry  creek  stream  bed 
as  a unifying  element  that  moves  from  the  lime  work  on  the  plaza,  up  into  the  hill  above  park.  The  dry  creek  will 
be  composed  of  cobbles,  rock  and  plant  materials,  and  will  engage  children  in  climbing  and  exploring.  They 
have  opened  up  the  play  areas,  and  reduced  the  size  of  the  picnic  areas. 

She  discussed  other  changes  to  the  design,  including  increased  topography,  raised  mounds  up  to  six  feet 
high,  the  integration  of  mounds  around  the  edges  of  the  park  and  the  incorporation  of  natural  plantings  which 
include  seasonal  and  sensorial  plants  that  add  texture,  color  and  will  provide  habitat  and  food  for  butterflies. 

She  added  that  there  will  be  activities  for  all  ages  and  abilities.  The  fencing  detail  was  also  simplified  per  the 
recommendation  of  Commissioner  Stryker,  and  there  will  be  planting  on  both  sides  of  the  fence. 

Commissioner  Stryker  expressed  her  concerns  about  the  redwood  groves  growing  on  such  small  mounds.  Ms. 

Tepper  responded  that  the  tree  type  is  one  of  the  few  that  can  tolerate  the  bay  mud,  and  that  in  20  years,  the 
trees  might  grow  to  a height  of  40  feet. 

Commissioner  Stryker  commented  that  the  project  had  improved  quite  a bit. 

Public  Comment: 

Corinne  Woods  spoke  on  behalf  of  Mission  Bay  Families.  She  stated  that  the  park  was  desperately  needed 
and  it  had  been  intensively  studied.  There  were  several  community  meetings  held  with  both  parents  and 
children  participating.  She  said  that  the  community  was  outspoken  and  very  passionate  about  play  elements 
and  the  overall  park.  She  said  it  was  designed  by  them  in  a lot  of  ways  and  the  community  has  a strong  feeling 
of  ownership. 

The  motion  was  approved  unanimously  as  follows. 

Motion  to  approve  Mission  Bay  Playground  #6,  Phases  2 and  3. 


6. 1550  Evans  Street/SFPUC:  Phase  1 

Project  Manager  Shelby  Campbell  explained  that  the  impetus  for  this  project  was  to  provide  lockers  and 
showers  for  the  Clean  Water  Field  Crew.  She  explained  that  they  must  vacate  their  current  location.  The  new 
addition  to  the  building  will  be  a two-story,  6,330-square-foot  building  with  a bridge  connecting  the  new  building 
to  the  old  on  the  second  level.  The  open  landscaping  and  courtyard  would  be  maintained  as  it  is  an  important 
open  space  for  the  workers  to  gather. 

Mike  Pierron,  DPW  Project  Architect,  oriented  the  Committee  as  to  the  project  site.  It  is  located  on  3rd  at 
Evans,  next  to  Heron  Head  Park.  It  is  an  industrial  port  zone.  The  overall  property  was  recently  purchased  by 
the  SFPUC  and  is  located  very  close  to  the  Southeast  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant.  It  is  the  beginning  of  the 
Third  Street  commercial  district. 

The  site  contains  a parking  lot,  a warehouse  shed  that  is  in  poor  condition,  and  an  existing  office  building  with 
circa-1970s  lodge-style  architecture  with  a glass  atrium,  the  windows  on  long  axis  and  a strong  Evans  Street 
presence.  The  Planning  Code  protects  the  “Industrial  Park”  sign,  the  berm  and  trees.  Setbacks  force  the 
entrance  inside  the  site. 
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The  architects  explored  several  different  options  for  the  placement  of  the  addition.  They  were  trying  to  work 
within  the  existing  module  concept.  Their  preferred  option  was  to  place  the  new  addition  adjacent  to  Third 
Street  and  provide  a filtered  urban  presence  on  Third  St.  The  first  floor  is  multi-purpose,  containing  lockers  and 
showers  for  the  workers.  The  new  building  design  would  provide  a two-way  entry  for  staff  and  office  use. 

Edward  Chin,  DPW  Landscape  Architect,  stated  that  he  tried  to  maintain  the  view  from  the  parking  lot  to  the 
green  lawn  and  mature  trees.  The  deficiency  is  that  the  green  space  is  immediately  adjacent  to  the  parking  lot. 
It  does  not  allow  for  anysense  of  entrance  to  garden  space.  In  considering  the  siting  of  the  building,  they  tried 
to  create  a forecourt  for  people  coming  from  the  parking  lot  and  maintain  a dynamic  path  of  travel  to  the  main 
court.  The  plan  calls  for  retaining  two  trees  and  approximately  half  of  the  lawn.  They  plan  to  create  a 
sustainable  landscape  using  permeable  paving  and  native  planting.  The  outdoor  space  serves  as  a flexible 
multi-use  space  for  the  staff.  They  plan  to  add  more  hardscape  to  create  a more  usable  outdoor  space. 

Commissioner  Keehn  asked  about  the  significance  of  the  bridge. 

Mr.  Pierron,  Project  Architect,  explained  that  the  bridge  allows  both  buildings  to  have  access  to  the  elevator.  He 
explained  that  if  they  added  in  a new  elevator  in  the  new  building,  the  structure  would  be  categorized  as  a 
standalone  building,  which  would  legally  require  the  construction  of  more  bathrooms  and  greatly  increase  its 
cost. 

Commissioner  Smith  commented  that  that  the  building  should  be  a different  shape  to  better  fit  the  geometry  of 
the  location,  and  that  the  building  should  be  unlike  the  others.  He  saw  this  as  a creative  opportunity  which  could 
be  more  interesting  than  simply  adding  onto  the  existing  structures.  He  also  commented  that  the  locker  and 
shower  area  in  the  floor  plan  were  very  linear  and  they  could  be  altered  to  open  up  more  space. 

Commissioner  Stryker  suggested  the  possibility  of  making  the  building  longerand  narrower  to  better  relate  to 
the  courtyard. 

Commissioner  Chow  commented  that  he  recognizes  the  challenge  of  creating  a functional  and  aesthetically 
pleasing  building,  but  he  challenged  the  team  to  embrace  the  potential  for  creating  a unique  design.  He  stated 
that  the  functionality  seems  to  be  working,  but  the  design  components  need  more  attention. 

Landscape  architect  Edward  Chin  explained  that  elongating  the  building  would  require  removing  the  existing 
trees  alone  the  fence  line. 

Commissioner  Smith  suggested  that  they  set  up  a few  workshop/design  charette  meetings  with  one  or  two  of 
the  Commissioners  before  the  next  Civic  Design  Review  meeting  to  resolve  some  of  the  current  issues  with 
the  design. 

Commissioner  Chow  recommended  that  the  team  refer  to  the  Port  of  Oakland  Control  Truck  building  and 
Sunol  Yard  as  good  examples  of  exceptional  architectural  design  without  compromising  the  functionality  of  the 
structure. 

There  was  no  public  comment,  and  the  Committee  took  no  action. 
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7.  Twin  Peaks  Reservoir:  Phase  3 

Kent  Ford,  Project  Architect,  introduced  the  design  for  the  fences  around  the  reservoir.  Although  the  project 
had  already  received  Phase  3 approval,  the  Environmental  Design  staff  at  the  Planning  Department  had 
requested  some  changes  to  the  fence  design  and  Mr.  Ford  was  thus  returning  to  the  Committee.  He  showed 
the  previously  approved  design  and  the  later  design  from  Planning.  He  explained  that  Planning  wished  to 
maintain  some  elements  of  the  original  fence  bcause  it  was  a historic  resource.  Commissioner  Chow 
commented  that  if  the  fence  was  not  landmarked,  then  no  mitigation  should  be  required.  Mr.  Ford  stated  that 
the  fence  will  be  painted  black  and  the  pickets  will  be  rotated  45  degrees  partway  up  to  match  the  historic 
aesthetic. 

Commissioner  Smith  moved  to  affirm  the  previous  approval  of  Twin  Peaks  Reservoir,  Phase  3,  as  originally 
approved. 

Commissioner  Stryker  left  the  meeting  at  5:57  p.m. 

The  motion  was  approved  unanimously  as  follows. 

Motion  to  affirm  the  previous  approval  of  Twin  Peaks  Reservoir,  Phase  3,  as  originally  approved  October  15, 
2012. 


8.  Public  Comment 

There  was  no  further  public  comment. 

9.  New  Business  and  Announcements 

Ms.  Manton  discussed  the  amount  of  time  the  Commissioners  wished  to  recommend  for  each  presentation. 
They  responded  that  ten  minutes  should  be  sufficient  and  asked  staff  to  inform  future  presenters  of  the  need 
to  be  as  succinct  as  possible. 

There  was  no  public  comment. 


10.  Adjournment 

There  being  no  further  business,  the  meeting  was  adjourned  at  6:00  p.m. 
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Language  Accessibility 

Translated  written  materials  and  interpretation  services  are  available  to  you  at  no  cost.  For 
assistance,  please  notify  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager  Jill 
Manton,  415-252-2585,  jill.manton@sfgov.org. 

$Q 3St8St).  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design 
Review  Program  Manager  Jill  Manton,  41 5-252-2585,  jill.manton@sfgov.org. 
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Materials  traducidos  y servicios  de  interpretacion  estan  disponibles  para  usted  de  manera  gratuita.  Para 
asistencia,  notifique  a Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager  Jill  Manton, 
41 5-252-2585,  jill.manton@sfgov.org. 


f 9 


3/22/2016  10:07  AM 


San  Francisco  Arts  Commission 
CIVIC  DESIGN  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 

government 
documents  dept 

JUN  1 3 2013 

SAN  FRANC'POO 

2.  California  Academy  of  Sciences  West  Garden  Cafe  Addition:  Phase  PUBLIC  LIBRARY 

Action 

Approximately  15  minutes 

This  project  was  not  previously  reviewed. 

Kevin  Manalili,  Project  Manager,  California  Academy  of  Sciences 
Mark  Cavagnero  Associates,  Project  Architect 

(<l  I il 

Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form.  Schematic  Drawings 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  California  Academy  of 
Sciences  West  Garden  Cafe  Addition. 

3.  Fire  Station  #16:  Phase  2 

Action 

Approximately  20  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  dates:  10/15/12,  1/14/13 
Gabriella  Cirelli,  Project  Manager,  Department  of  Public  Works 
Paul  De  Freitas,  Design  Architect,  Department  of  Public  Works 

Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form,  Design  Development  Documents 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  2 of  the  Fire  Station  #16. 

4.  Alamo  Square  Restroom  Project:  Phase  1 

Action 

Approximately  1 5 minutes 

This  project  was  not  previously  reviewed. 

Mary  Hobson,  Project  Manager,  Recreation  and  Park  Department 
Nelson  Szeto,  Project  Architect,  Department  of  Public  Works 
Jasmine  Kaw,  Project  Landscape  Architect 

Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form.  Schematic  Design  Documents 
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Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  Alamo  Square  Restroom 
Project. 
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5.  Washington  Square  Restroom  Project:  Phase  2 

Action 

Approximately  1 5 minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  7/16/12. 

Mary  Hobson,  Project  Manager,  Recreation  and  Park  Department 
Nelson  Szeto,  Project  Architect,  Department  of  Public  Works 
Jasmine  Kaw,  Project  Landscape  Architect 

Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form,  Design  Development  Documents 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  2 of  the  Washington  Square  Restroom 
Project. 

6.  San  Francisco  International  Airport  Air  Traffic  Control  Tower  Project:  Phase  3 

Action 

Approximately  15  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on:  2/13/12,  6/18/12. 

Susan  Cheek,  Project  Manager,  Fentress  Architects 
Alex  Thome,  Project  Architect,  Fentress  Architects 

Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form.  Phase  3 Presentation.  Exterior 
Elevations  from  Construction  Documents 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  3 of  the  San  Francisco  International 
Airport  Air  Traffic  Control  Tower  Project. 

7.  San  Francisco  International  Airport  Terminal  3 East  Improvements  Project: 

Phase  1 

Action 

Approximately  1 5 minutes 

This  project  was  not  previously  reviewed. 

Judi  Mosqueda,  Project  Manager,  SFO  Design  & Construction  Program  Manager 
Gary  Brandau  and  Terence  Young,  Project  Architects,  Gensler  Architects 
David  Promer,  Hensel  Phelps  Construction  Co. 

Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form.  Schematic  Design  Package 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  San  Francisco  International 
Airport  Terminal  3 East  Improvements  Project. 

8.  Oceanside  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant — Building  390  Awning  Upgrade  Project: 
Phase  1 

Action 

Approximately  1 5 minutes 

This  project  was  not  previously  reviewed. 
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Brian  Carlomagno,  Project  Manager,  SF Water 
Michael  Pierron,  Project  Architects,  SFDPW 
Oscar  Recinos,  Architectural  Associate,  SFDPW 

Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form,  Schematic  Design  Package 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  Oceanside  Water  Pollution 
Control  Plant — Building  390  Awning  Upgrade  Project. 

9.  Staff  Report 

Discussion 

Approximately  1 0 minutes 

Update  on  Van  Ness  BRT  Presentation  at  SPUR  and  Chinatown  Head  House  Station 
Preliminary  Massing  Design  for  Central  Subway. 

10.  Public  Comment 

(This  item  is  to  allow  members  of  the  public  to  comment  generally  on  matters  within  the 
Committee ’s  purview  as  well  as  to  suggest  new  agenda  items  for  the  Committee ’s 
consideration.) 

11.  New  Business  and  Announcements 

(This  item  is  to  allow  Commissioners  to  introduce  new  agenda  items  for  consideration.) 

12.  Adjournment 


spr  6/13/13 

Notices 

Explanatory  documents  listed  above,  as  well  as  documents  created  or  distributed  after  the  posting 
of  this  agenda  to  the  Arts  Commission  will  be  available  for  public  inspection  and  copying  at  the 
Arts  Commission  office,  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  345,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  during 
regular  business  hours.  Info:  Jill  Manton,  415-252-2585.  PLEASE  NOTE:  The  Arts  Commission 
often  receives  documents  created  or  submitted  by  other  City  officials,  agencies  or  departments 
after  the  posting  of  the  Arts  Commission  agenda.  For  such  documents  or  presentations,  members 
of  the  public  may  wish  to  contact  the  originating  agency  if  they  seek  documents  not  yet  provided 
to  the  Arts  Commission. 

Public  comment  in  regard  to  specific  items  will  be  taken  before  or  during  consideration  of  the 
item. 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are 
prohibited  at  this  meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the 
meeting  of  any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other 
similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 
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In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are 
reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help 
the  City  accommodate  these  individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or 
services,  to  participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Jill  Manton,  415-252-2585,  at  least  48 
hours  before  the  meeting,  except  for  Monday  meetings,  for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the 
previous  Friday. 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative 
action  may  be  required  by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  (San  Francisco  Campaign  and 
Governmental  Conduct  Code  sections  2.100-2.160)  to  register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For 
more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact  the  Ethics  Commission  at  25  Van 
Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  telephone  415/252-3100,  fax  415/252-3112 
and  http://www.sfethics.org/ethics/2009/12/lobbyist-ordinance-2010.html. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decision  in  full  view  of  the  public. 
Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the 
people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and 
that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people's  review. 

For  information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  (Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco 
Administrative  Code)  or  to  report  a violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  by  mail  Sunshine 
Ordinance  Task  Force,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room  244,  San  Francisco  CA  94102; 
phone  at  (415)  554-7724;  fax  at  (415)  554-7854;  or  by  email  at  sotf@sfgov.org 

Citizens  may  obtain  a free  copy  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  by  printing  Chapter  67  of  the  San 
Francisco  Administrative  Code  on  the  Internet,  at  http://www.sfbos.org/sunshine 
ACCESSIBLE  MEETING  POLICY 

Per  the  American  Disabilities  Act  and  the  Language  Access  Ordinance,  Chinese,  Spanish,  and/or 
American  Sign  Language  interpreters  will  be  available  upon  request.  Additionally,  every  effort 
will  be  made  to  provide  a sound  enhancement  system,  meeting  materials  in  alternative  formats, 
and/or  a reader.  Minutes  may  be  translated  after  they  have  been  adopted  by  the  Commission.  For 
all  these  requests,  please  contact  Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design 
Review  Program  Manager,  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting  at  415-252-2585.  Late  requests 
will  be  honored  if  possible.  The  hearing  room  is  wheelchair  accessible. 
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415-252-2585  [r]  Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special  Projects  and 
Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager 

urn o mmmtbmm,  wmm&jm, 

POLITICA  DE  ACCESO  A LA  REUNION 

De  acuerdo  con  la  Ley  sobre  Estadounidenses  con  Discapacidades  (American  Disabilities  Act)  y 
la  Ordenanza  de  Acceso  a Idiomas  (Language  Access  Ordinance)  interpretes  de  chino,  espanol,  y 
lenguaje  de  senas  estaran  disponibles  de  ser  requeridos.  En  adicion,  se  hara  todo  el  esfuerzo 
posible  para  proveer  un  sistema  mejoramiento  de  sonido,  materiales  de  la  reunion  en  formatos 
altemativos,  y/o  proveer  un  leedor.  Las  minutas  podran  ser  traducidas  luego  de  ser  aprobadas  por 
la  Comision.  Para  solicitar  estos  servicios,  favor  contactar  a Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special 
Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager,  por  lo  menos  48  horas  antes  de  la  reunion 
al  415-252-2585.  Las  solicitudes  tardias  seran  consideradas  de  ser  posible.  La  sala  de  audiencia 
es  accesible  a silla  de  ruedas. 
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Civic  Design  Review  Committee  - June  17,  2013 

MEETING  OF  THE  CIVIC  DESIGN  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 
OF  THE  SAN  FRANCISCO  ARTS  COMMISSION 


Monday,  June  17,  2013 
3:00  p.m. 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  70 


Minutes 


Committee  Chair  Cass  Calder  Smith  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  3:03  p.m. 


1.  Roll  Call 

Commissioners  Present 

Cass  Calder  Smith 
Leo  Chow 
Dorka  Keehn 
Roberto  Ordenana 
Kimberlee  Stryker 
Commissioners  Absent 
None 


GOVERNMENT 
DOCUMENTS  DEF 

MAR  2 2 2018 

SAN  FRANC!SC( 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 

3.  California  Academy  of  Sciences  West  Garden  Cafe  Addition:  Phase  1 

Kevin  Manalili,  Director  of  Operations,  Mark  Cavagnero,  Project  Architect,  and  Brandon  Joo,  Associate 
Architect  presented  conceptual  designs  for  the  new  West  Garden  Cafe  adjacent  to  the  California  Academy  of 
Sciences.  The  cafe  will  replace  the  current  tent-structure,  which  is  currently  erected  underneath,  and 
obstructing  view  of,  the  Maya  Lin  sculpture  displayed  outside  the  western  face  of  the  building.  The  new  cafe 


Staff  Present 

Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Public  Art  Trust  and  Special  Initiatives 
Sharon  Page  Ritchie,  Commission  Secretary 
Michael  Kreher,  Civic  Design  Review  Intern 

2.  Fire  Station  #16  Phase  2 

This  item  was  withdrawn  from  the  agenda. 
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soace  will  utilize  an  existing  concrete  structure — a former  aviary — and  will  create  a purposed  aea  out  of  a 
largely  unused  lawn  space- 
’ll Cavagnero  explained  the  difficulty  of  creating  an  addition  to  Renzo  Piano's  original  design,  and  showed 
rree  c^erent  concepts  that  he  and  his  lean  had  expend,  emphasizing  the  third  design  as  the  strongest 
candidate. 

Commissioner  Chow  asked  if  W Cavagnero  had  considered  rotating  the  proposed  building  90  degrees  so  as 
to  screen  the  ‘ceding  area  behind  the  museum  from  pubic  view. 

M-.  Cavagnero  had  indeed  thought  about  using  the  building  to  obscure  the  line  of  sight  but  determined  that 
rotating  the  building  would  engage  too  much  v*ih  Piano's  larger  structure.  He  added  that  Renzo  Piano  had 
locked  over  the  designs  and  favored  separation  from  his  own  structure. 

Commissioner  Stryker  req  jested  that  the  design  team  pay  special  szenoon  to  landscaping — preventing 
cheater  pars  along  the  awn  in  front  of  the  cafe  creating  a dense  screen  and  large  planting  area  to  hide  the 
load  ing  area. 

Commissioner  Keehn  suggested  covering  the  staff  access  path  instead  of  planting  a screen. 

\hr  Cavagnero  agreed  that  it  could  be  looked  into,  with  seismic  overlay. 

Commissioner  Smith  recommended  simplifying  the  building  further,  thinking  of  it  as  a single  plane  rather  than  a 
structure,  making  the  new  cafe  more  deviant  from  the  current  Academy  building. 

Commissioner  Chow  believed  Mark  was  walking  the  right  Nne  between  difference  and  similarity,  saying  that  if 
the  design  was  too  different  from  Piano  s the  buildings  woiid  look  like  a collection  rather  than  a single  idea 

Commissioner  Smith  advised  Mr.  Cavagnem  to  rethink  nano-wails  as  they  vtfl  Buely  end  up  closed  the  majority 
of  the  time  in  Golden  Gate  Park  anyway. 

There  was  no  public  comment  and  the  motion  was  approved  unanimously  as  follows 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  California  Academy  of  Sciences  West  Garden  Cafe  Addition. 

4.  Fire  Station  16:  Phase  2 

Gabnella  Crei.  Project  Manager.  Department  of  Public  Works  and  Paul  De  Freitas.  Architectural  Associate 
updated  the  Commission  on  the  design  alterations  that  had  taken  place  since  Phase  1 approval.  They 
discussed  focus  on  community  involvement  and  their  desire  to  fit  into  the  architectural  language  of  the 
neighborhood.  There  was  also  a strong  focus  on  cv-ding  the  living  and  working  spaces  for  the  firefighters  of 
Station  16  while  maintaining  a visually  unified  and  functional  building.  Community  members  had  concerns 
regarding  the  large  presence  of  glass  in  toe  main  fagade.  stating  that  toe  modem  look  did  not  fit  the  classic 
sense  of  toe  area. 

The  mam  changes  between  Phase  1 and  Phase  2 were  the  addition  of  wood  louvers  to  break  up  toe  large 
glass  planes  along  toe  exterior  of  toe  butiding.  the  addrton  of  a roof-deck  at  toe  request  of  toe  fire  department 
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and  larger  presence  of  stone  cladding  along  the  side  of  the  building. 

Commissioner  Chow  objected  to  the  new  entryway.  explaining  that  the  solid  doors  were  off-putting  and  less 
welcoming  to  the  community  than  a more  transparent  entrance.  He  also  suggested  using  the  darter,  flamed 
basalt  cladding,  rather  than  the  paler  roman  brick  option. 

Commissioner  Keehn  expressed  concerns  about  the  busy  appearance  of  the  facade  created  by  new  materials 
and  colors,  reminding  the  Committee  of  how  clean  the  Phase  1 proposal  had  been. 

Commissioner  Stryker  also  had  concerns  regarding  the  maintenance  of  the  wooden  louvers  and  the  brise- 
soleil  along  the  rear  fagade.  asking  whether  there  were  other  options  that  required  less  frequent  upkeep 

Commissioner  Smith  felt  that  the  masonry  should  not  continue  up  the  side  of  the  building,  as  it  would  disrupt 
the  simplicity  and  flow  of  the  building. 

There  was  no  further  public  comment  and  the  Committee  took  no  action. 


5 AJamo  Square  Restroom  Project:  Phase  1 

Mary  Hobson,  Project  Manager.  San  Francisco  Recreation  and  Parks,  and  Nelson  Szetc.  Project  Architect 
came  before  the  Committee  to  discuss  the  renovation  of  the  public  restroom  in  Alamo  Square.  Because 
Alamo  Square  lies  within  a Historic  District  the  aesthetic  of  the  restroom  will  remain  largely  unchanged 
— however  there  will  be  storage  additions  to  replace  current  container  storage  as  we  as  renovaoons  on  tine 
interior  of  the  whole  building.  In  ADA  compliance,  a second  restroom  is  being  planned  down  the  hfl  from  the 
current  site,  as  the  hill  grade  renders  the  original  restroom  inaccessible 

Commissioner  Smith  asked  why  the  new  ADA  accessible  restroom  near  the  playground  had  to  mater  the  older 
concrete  and  stucco  design. 

Ms.  Hobson  responded  that  several  designs  were  presented  at  three  community  meetings,  each  consisting  of 
twenty  to  forty  community  members,  and  that  the  final  design  that  was  agreed  upon  .'.as  cne  matching  tine 
original  restroom. 

Commissioner  Smith  pointed  out  ihat  both  restrooms  are  not  necessarily  visfcie  at  the  sa^e  time,  rnccacng 
that  the  new  ADA  accessible  restroom  could  have  a different  design  and  become  a pleasant  addition  for  re 

park. 

Pub  Be  Comment 

Community  member  Katrina,  whose  house  faces  the  proposed  baBroom,  exp  a; nec  re:  none  of  re  cnoces 
presented  were  particularly  favorable.  They  were  either  too  modem,  or  did  not  fit  the  style  of  the  canc 

Commissioner  Chow  thought  that  the  language  of  the  biilding  wasn't  tine  ony  ss_e  re  o caDC"  a ss 
presented  a problem  for  him.  He  thought  that  its  location  should  cteariy  associate  t wri  re  p laygnxnd  a-c  ra: 
the  entry  should  face  the  playground 

Commissioner  Smith  gave  the  advice  not  to  get  caugin  oerwee'*  designs — don't  ~acc~  .sne-e  t : necessa". 
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He  suggested  that  new  locations  for  the  restroom  be  explored,  reiterating  that  the  new  building  didn’t  have  to 
be  historic  or  radically  modern,  but  that  the  community  should  give  input  into  the  design. 

There  was  no  public  comment,  and  the  Committee  took  no  action. 


6.  Washington  Square  Restroom  Project:  Phase  2 

Mary  Hobson,  Project  Manager,  San  Francisco  Recreation  and  Parks,  Paulett  Taggart,  Project  Architect,  and 
Lizzy  Hirsch,  Project  Landscape  Architect  presented  design  changes  that  had  occurred  since  Phase  1 had 
been  approved,  including  sandblasted  concrete  to  expose  the  aggregate,  recessed  glass  along  the  roofline, 
and  changes  to  the  screen  hiding  the  Recreation  and  Parks  Department  utility  room  access. 

Commissioner  Chow  pointed  out  that  the  recess  in  the  cantilevered  roof  canopy  above  the  utility  room  seemed 
inconsistent  with  the  overall  design  on  the  building.  He  also  had  concerns  regarding  the  hardware  visible  from 
the  utility  door,  and  suggested  changing  the  door  to  a barn  door  to  reduce  visible  mechanics.  Finally, 
Commissioner  Chow  inquired  about  the  strength  and  durability  of  the  metal  screen. 

Ms.  Taggart  responded  that  the  screen  materials  could  use  improvement,  as  the  building  is  located  adjacent  to 
a busy  playground,  and  kids  could  throw  objects  against  the  screen. 

There  was  no  public  comment,  and  the  motion  was  approved  unanimously  as  follows. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  2 of  the  Washington  Square  Restroom  Project,  with  the  condition  that  the 
recess  in  the  screen  above  the  utility  door  be  eliminated. 


7.  San  Francisco  International  Airport  Air  Traffic  Control  Tower  Project:  Phase  3 

Curtis  Fentress  of  Fentress  Architects,  Susan  Cheek,  Project  Manager,  Fentress  Architects,  and  Alex  Thome, 
Project  Architect,  Fentress  Architects  brought  Phase  3plans  before  the  Committee  with  some  structural  and 
functional  changes,  in  part  to  achieve  LEED  Gold  standards. 

Much  attention  was  paid  to  lightning  protection— Fentress  utilized  the  geometry  of  the  building  to  influence  the 
direction  and  design  of  the  wiring  that,  by  FAA  standards,  must  line  the  outside  of  the  control  tower.  Mr. 
Fentress  asked  the  Commission  to  reconsider  the  original  architect’s  desire  for  louvers  along  the  exterior  of 
the  tower  to  be  the  same  color  as  the  surrounding  material,  requesting  that  they  be  allowed  to  use  darker 
louvers  to  provide  contrast. 

Commissioner  Smith  stated  that  contrast  currently  exists  between  the  louvers  and  the  surface  in  the  design, 
and  that  darkening  the  louvers  would  make  the  building  less  sleek. 

Commissioner  Chow  commented  that  the  louvers  would  be  viewed  primarily  from  below,  adding  that  the 
shadow  created  would  create  enough  differentiation  between  the  materials.  His  main  concern  was  with  the 
spacing  of  the  lightning  wiring;  how  the  wires  seem  to  be  inconsistent  with  the  design  and  pattern  of  materials 
on  the  tower. 

Mr.  Thome  agreed  that  the  design  seemed  unbalanced,  but  that  it  was  based  off  of  the  electrical  calculations 
for  the  best  protection  from  lightning  strikes.  He  indicated  that  it  could  be  possible  to  add  an  additional  down 
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conductor  to  try  to  balance  out  the  asymmetry  of  wires. 

Commissioner  Chow  pointed  out  that  the  round  column  in  the  conservatory  protrudes  from  the  open  and  sleek 
glass  design. 

Mr.  Thome  reasoned  that  the  column  was  an  attempt  to  fit  in  with  the  surrounding  Terminal  2.  It  is  consistent 
with  the  spacing  of  existing  columns. 

Commissioner  Keehn  commented  on  the  waterfall  design,  saying  that  if  Fentress  is  committed  to  their  design 
and  experience,  they  wouldn’t  need  to  space  columns  based  on  Terminal  2. 

Commissioners  Smith  and  Chow,  after  discussing  alternative  options  for  the  column,  agreed  that  it  would  be 
too  hard  to  change  the  design  in  Phase  3. 

There  was  no  public  comment,  and  the  motion  was  approved  unanimously  as  follows. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  3 of  the  San  Francisco  International  Airport  Air  Traffic  Control  Tower 
Project,  with  the  condition  that  the  lighter-colored  material  presented  will  be  used  for  the  louvers. 


8.  San  Francisco  International  Airport  Terminal  3 East  Improvements  Project:  Phase  1 

Judi  Mosqueda,  Project  Manager,  SFO  Design  & Construction  Program  Manager, ?Gary  Brandau  and  Terence 
Young,  Project  Architects,  Gensler  Architects,  and?David  Promer,  Hensel  Phelps  Construction  Co.  presented 
the  Committee  with  plans  for  a renovation  to  the  eastern  portion  of  Terminal  3.  The  building  would  remain 
operational  during  renovations,  and  would  hopefully  be  completed  in  the  Fall  of  201 5. 

Mr.  Young  explained  Gensler’s  goal  for  the  project:  to  use  small  details  and  parts  from  around  the  airport  to 
create  unity  within  the  larger  campus.  Gensler  is  committed  to  increasing  sustainability,  incorporating  daylight 
into  their  design,  and  reducing  energy  use  in  the  terminal  in  order  to  increase  passenger  comfort.  After  an 
extensive  survey  of  the  other  buildings  and  terminals  in  the  airport,  Gensler  settled  on  a sleek  design  utilizing 
common  coloration  and  materials  with  modem  accentuation. 

Commissioner  Chow  asked  if  there  was  a larger,  unifying  architectural  theme  regarding  the  airport  and  how,  if 
each  terminal  was  designed  and  built  independently,  that  commensurate  vision  would  be  achieved. 

Mr.  Brandau  explained  that  there  is  a 1 5-year  plan  for  the  airport  as  a whole,  but  that  plan  pertains  largely  to  the 
aesthetic  of  the  terminals,  not  to  the  user  experience  within  the  airport. 

Commissioner  Chow  pressed  that  Gensler  spend  time  thinking  about  user  experience. 

Commissioner  Smith  added  that  the  jet  way  plug-ins  seem  awkward,  suggesting  a more  solid,  interruptive 
approach. 

There  was  no  public  comment,  and  the  motion  was  approved  unanimously  as  follows. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  the  Airport  Terminal  3 East  Improvements  Project. 
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9.  Oceanside  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant-  Building  390  Awning  Upgrade  Project:  Phase  1 

Oscar  Recinos,  Architectural  Associate,  SFDPW,  sought  Phases  1 and  2 approval  for  a replacement  awning  to 
replace  the  original,  cube-glass  and  steel  awning  which  is  showing  structural  insecurity.  Mr.  Recinos  presented 
two  designs,  each  using  stretched  canvas  and  a steel  frame. 

Commissioner  Smith  informed  Mr.  Recinos  that  the  Committee  would  be  unable  to  give  Phase  2 approval 
without  Phase  1 approval  and  review.  Commissioner  Smith  was  also  unsure  that  the  two  designs  presented 
were  appropriate  for  the  project. 

Mr.  Recinos  stated  that  he  wanted  to  send  the  final  bid  in  September,  as  it  was  a design/build  contract. 

Commissioner  Smith  suggested  that  Mr.  Recinos  come  back  for  the  CDR  meeting  on  July  1 5 with  both 
Phases  1 and  2 materials  prepared.  He  stressed  that  it  is  important  to  have  three  or  four  different  designs,  with 
different  styles  and  materials.  He  requested  that  the  original  canopy  design  be  presented  using  alternative 
materials  that  would  be  more  water-resistant. 

There  was  no  public  comment,  and  the  Committee  took  no  action. 


10.  Public  Comment 

There  was  no  further  public  comment. 

11 . New  Business  and  Announcements 

There  was  no  new  business  or  announcements.. 

12.  Adjournment 

There  being  no  further  business,  the  meeting  was  adjourned  at  6:27  p.m. 

spr  8/2/13 


Language  Accessibility 

Translated  written  materials  and  interpretation  services  are  available  to  you  at  no  cost.  For 
assistance,  please  notify  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager  Jill 
Manton,  415-252-2585,  jill.manton@sfgov.org. 

JnUt&UJ.  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design 
Review  Program  Manager  Jill  Manton,  415-252-2585,  jill.manton@sfgov.org. 

Materiales  traducidos  y servicios  de  interpretacion  estan  disponibles  para  usted  de  manera  gratuita.  Para 
asistencia,  notifique  a Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager  Jill  Manton, 
41 5-252-2585,  jill.manton@sfgov.org. 
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NOTICE  OF  CANCELLATION 


The  regular  meeting  of  the  Civic  Design  Review  Committee  of  the  San  Francisco  Arts 
Commission  scheduled  for  Monday,  July  15,  2013,  has  been  cancelled.  ( 


Explanatory  documents  listed  above,  as  well  as  documents  created  or  distributed  after  the  posting 
of  this  agenda  to  the  Arts  Commission  will  be  available  for  public  inspection  and  copying  at  the 
Arts  Commission  office,  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  345,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  during 
regular  business  hours.  Info:  Jill  Manton,  415-252-2585.  PLEASE  NOTE:  The  Arts  Commission 
often  receives  documents  created  or  submitted  by  other  City  officials,  agencies  or  departments 
after  the  posting  of  the  Arts  Commission  agenda.  For  such  documents  or  presentations,  members 
of  the  public  may  wish  to  contact  the  originating  agency  if  they  seek  documents  not  yet  provided 
to  the  Arts  Commission. 


Public  comment  in  regard  to  specific  items  will  be  taken  before  or  during  consideration  of  the 
item. 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are 
prohibited  at  this  meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the 
meeting  of  any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other 
similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are 
reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help 
the  City  accommodate  these  individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or 
services,  to  participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Jill  Manton,  415-252-2585,  at  least  48 
hours  before  the  meeting,  except  for  Monday  meetings,  for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the 
previous  Friday. 
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Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative 
action  may  be  required  by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  (San  Francisco  Campaign  and 
Governmental  Conduct  Code  sections  2.100-2.160)  to  register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For 
more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact  the  Ethics  Commission  at  25  Van 
Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  telephone  415/252-3100,  fax  415/252-3112 
and  http://www.sfethics.org/ethics/2009/12/lobbyist-ordinance-2010.html. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decision  in  full  view  of  the  public. 
Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the 
people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and 
that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people's  review. 

For  information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  (Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco 
Administrative  Code)  or  to  report  a violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  by  mail  Sunshine 
Ordinance  Task  Force,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room  244,  San  Francisco  CA  94102; 
phone  at  (415)  554-7724;  fax  at  (415)  554-7854;  or  by  email  at  sotf@sfgov.org 

Citizens  may  obtain  a free  copy  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  by  printing  Chapter  67  of  the  San 
Francisco  Administrative  Code  on  the  Internet,  at  http://www.sfbos.org/sunshine 
ACCESSIBLE  MEETING  POLICY 

Per  the  American  Disabilities  Act  and  the  Language  Access  Ordinance,  Chinese,  Spanish,  and/or 
American  Sign  Language  interpreters  will  be  available  upon  request.  Additionally,  every  effort 
will  be  made  to  provide  a sound  enhancement  system,  meeting  materials  in  alternative  formats, 
and/or  a reader.  Minutes  may  be  translated  after  they  have  been  adopted  by  the  Commission.  For 
all  these  requests,  please  contact  Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design 
Review  Program  Manager,  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting  at  415-252-2585.  Late  requests 
will  be  honored  if  possible.  The  hearing  room  is  wheelchair  accessible. 


If  415-252-2585  [p]  Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special  Projects  and 

Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager 
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POLITICA  DE  ACCESO  A LA  REUNION 

De  acuerdo  con  la  Ley  sobre  Estadounidenses  con  Discapacidades  (American  Disabilities  Act)  y 
la  Ordenanza  de  Acceso  a Idiomas  (Language  Access  Ordinance)  interpretes  de  chino.  espanol.  y 
lenguaje  de  senas  estaran  disponibles  de  ser  requeridos.  En  adicion.  se  hara  todo  el  esfuerzo 
posible  para  proveer  un  sistema  mejoramiento  de  sonido,  materiales  de  la  reunion  en  formatos 
altemativos,  y/o  proveer  un  leedor.  Las  minutas  podran  ser  traducidas  luego  de  ser  aprobadas  por 
la  Comision.  Para  solicitar  estos  servicios.  favor  contactar  a Jill  Manton.  Director  of  Special 
Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager,  por  lo  menos  48  horas  antes  de  la  reunion 
al  415-252-2585.  Las  solicitudes  tardfas  seran  consideradas  de  ser  posible.  La  sala  de  audiencia 
es  accesible  a silla  de  ruedas. 
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1.  Roll  Call 


AUG  1 6 2013 


2.  SFO  West  Field  Cargo  Redevelopment  Facility:  Phase  3 SAN  FRANCISCO 

Action  PUBLIC  LIBRARY 

Approximately  10  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  date:  4/15/13 
Greg  McCarthy,  Project  Manager,  San  Francisco  International  Airport 
Robert  Jansen,  Project  Architect,  Kwan  Henmi  Architects 
Adrienne  Wong,  Landscape  Architect,  Adrienne  Wong  Associates 


Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form,  SFO  West  Field  Cargo 
Redevelopment  Facility  Presentation,  SFO  West  Field  Cargo  Landscape  and 
Architectural  Design 


Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  3 of  the  SFO  West  Field  Cargo 
Building. 

3.  Fire  Station  #16:  Phase  2 

Action 

Approximately  20  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  dates:  10/15/12,  1/14/13 
Gabriella  Judd  Cirelli,  Project  Manager,  DPW  Building  Design  and  Construction 
Paul  de  Freitas,  Project  Architect,  DPW  Building  Design  and  Construction 


Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form,  Fire  Station  #16  Phase  2 
Presentation 


Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  2 of  of  Fire  Station  #16. 

4.  1550  Evans  Street:  Phases  1 and  2 

Action 

Approximately  20  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  date:  5/20/13 
Shelby  Campbell,  Project  Manager,  SFPUC 

Alejandro  Pimentel,  Project  Architect,  DPW  Building  Design  and  Construction 
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Edward  Chin,  Project  Landscape  Architect,  DPW  Building  Design  and  Construction 
Marilyn  Thompson,  Project  Architect,  DPW  Building  Design  and  Construction 

Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form,  1550  Evans  Street  Presentation, 
Phases  1 and  2 


Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phases  1 and  2 of  the  1550  Evans  Street 
Project. 

5.  Mission  Dolores  Park  Rehabilitation:  Phase  3 

Action 

Approximately  1 5 minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  dates:  11/21/11,  1/23/12,  4/2/12 
Jacob  Gilchrist,  Project  Manager,  Recreation  and  Park  Department 
Susan  Aitken,  Project  Architect,  Hamilton  Aiken 
Lizzy  Hirsch,  DPW  Building  Design  and  Construction 

Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form,  Mission  Dolores  Park  Landscape 
Drawings  Part  1,  Mission  Dolores  Park  Landscape  Drawings  Part  2,  Mission  Dolores 
Park  Landscape  Drawings  Part  3,  Mission  Dolores  Park  Landscape  Drawings 
Part  4,  Mission  Dolores  Park  Architectural  Drawings,  Mission  Dolores  Park  Presentation 
Phase  3 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  3 of  the  Mission  Dolores  Park 
Rehabilitation. 

6.  Moscone  Center  Campus  Informational  Presentation 

Discussion 

Approximately  45  minutes 

This  project  has  not  been  previously  reviewed. 

Brook  Mebrahtu,  Project  Manager,  DPW  Building  Design  and  Construction 
Craig  Hartman,  Project  Architect,  Skidmore  Owings  and  Merrill 
Kevin  Conger,  Landscape  Architect,  CMG  Landscape  Architects 

Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form,  Moscone  Center  Presentation 

7.  Staff  Report 

Discussion 

Approximately  5 minutes 

Update  on  program  developments,  including  regular  work  sessions. 

8.  Public  Comment 

(This  item  is  to  allow  members  of  the  public  to  comment  generally  on  matters  within  the 
Committee ’s  purview  as  well  as  to  suggest  new  agenda  items  for  the  Committee ’s 
consideration.) 
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9.  New  Business  and  Announcements 

(This  item  is  to  allow  Commissioners  to  introduce  new  agenda  items  for  consideration.) 

10.  Adjournment 


spr  8/15/13 

Notices 

Explanatory  documents  listed  above,  as  well  as  documents  created  or  distributed  after  the  posting 
of  this  agenda  to  the  Arts  Commission  will  be  available  for  public  inspection  and  copying  at  the 
Arts  Commission  office,  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  345,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  during 
regular  business  hours.  Info:  Jill  Manton,  415-252-2585.  PLEASE  NOTE:  The  Arts  Commission 
often  receives  documents  created  or  submitted  by  other  City  officials,  agencies  or  departments 
after  the  posting  of  the  Arts  Commission  agenda.  For  such  documents  or  presentations,  members 
of  the  public  may  wish  to  contact  the  originating  agency  if  they  seek  documents  not  yet  provided 
to  the  Arts  Commission. 

Public  comment  in  regard  to  specific  items  will  be  taken  before  or  during  consideration  of  the 
item. 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are 
prohibited  at  this  meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the 
meeting  of  any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other 
similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are 
reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help 
the  City  accommodate  these  individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or 
services,  to  participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Jill  Manton,  415-252-2585,  at  least  48 
hours  before  the  meeting,  except  for  Monday  meetings,  for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the 
previous  Friday. 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative 
action  may  be  required  by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  (San  Francisco  Campaign  and 
Governmental  Conduct  Code  sections  2.100-2.160)  to  register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For 
more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact  the  Ethics  Commission  at  25  Van 
Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  telephone  415/252-3100,  fax  415/252-31 12 
and  http://www.sfethics.org/ethics/2009/12/lobbyist-ordinance-2010.html. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 

Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decision  in  full  view  of  the  public. 

Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the 


San  Francisco  Arts  Commission  Civic  Design  Review  Committee  Agenda 
Monday,  August  19,  2013 


Page  4 of  4 


people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and 
that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people's  review. 

For  information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  (Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco 
Administrative  Code)  or  to  report  a violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  by  mail  Sunshine 
Ordinance  Task  Force,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room  244,  San  Francisco  CA  94102; 
phone  at  (415)  554-7724;  fax  at  (415)  554-7854;  or  by  email  at  sotf@sfgov.org 

Citizens  may  obtain  a free  copy  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  by  printing  Chapter  67  of  the  San 
Francisco  Administrative  Code  on  the  Internet,  at  http://www.sfbos.org/sunshine 
ACCESSIBLE  MEETING  POLICY 

Per  the  American  Disabilities  Act  and  the  Language  Access  Ordinance,  Chinese,  Spanish,  and/or 
American  Sign  Language  interpreters  will  be  available  upon  request.  Additionally,  every  effort 
will  be  made  to  provide  a sound  enhancement  system,  meeting  materials  in  alternative  formats, 
and/or  a reader.  Minutes  may  be  translated  after  they  have  been  adopted  by  the  Commission.  For 
all  these  requests,  please  contact  Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design 
Review  Program  Manager,  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting  at  415-252-2585.  Late  requests 
will  be  honored  if  possible.  The  hearing  room  is  wheelchair  accessible. 


415-252-2585  [p|  Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special  Projects  and 
Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager 

nnio  Ikti mm, 

POLITICA  DE  ACCESO  A LA  REUNION 

De  acuerdo  con  la  Ley  sobre  Estadounidenses  con  Discapacidades  (American  Disabilities  Act)  y 
la  Ordenanza  de  Acceso  a Idiomas  (Language  Access  Ordinance)  interpretes  de  chino,  espanol,  y 
lenguaje  de  senas  estaran  disponibles  de  ser  requeridos.  En  adicion,  se  hara  todo  el  esfuerzo 
posible  para  proveer  un  sistema  mejoramiento  de  sonido,  materiales  de  la  reunion  en  formatos 
alternatives,  y/o  proveer  un  leedor.  Las  minutas  podran  ser  traducidas  luego  de  ser  aprobadas  por 
la  Comision.  Para  solicitar  estos  servicios,  favor  contactar  a Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special 
Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager,  por  lo  menos  48  horas  antes  de  la  reunion 
al  415-252-2585.  Las  solicitudes  tardias  seran  consideradas  de  ser  posible.  La  sala  de  audiencia 
es  accesible  a silla  de  ruedas. 
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MEETING  OF  THE  CIVIC  DESIGN  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 
OF  THE  SAN  FRANCISCO  ARTS  COMMISSION 

Monday,  August  19,  2013 
3:00  p.m. 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  70 


Minutes 


Committee  Chair  Cass  Calder  Smith  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  3:10  p.m. 

1.  Roll  Call 

Commissioners  Present 

Cass  Calder  Smith 
Dorka  Keehn 
Roberto  Ordenana 
Kimberlee  Stryker 

Commissioners  Absent 

Leo  Chow 

Staff  Present 

Tom  DeCaigny,  Director  of  Cultural  Affairs 
Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Public  Art  Trust  and  Special  Initiatives 
Cristal  Fiel,  Community  Arts  and  Education  Program  Associate 
Michael  Kreher,  Civic  Design  Review  Intern 

2.  SFO  West  Field  Cargo  Redevelopment  Facility:  Phase  3 

Greg  McCarthy,  Project  Manager,  San  Francisco  International  Airport,  presented  updated  renderings  for  the 
new  San  Francisco  Airport  (“SFO”)  Westfield  Cargo  Redevelopment  Facility.  He  said  that  since  the  last 
presentation,  they  had  created  a full  airfield  layout  and  made  a few  changes  to  the  landscape  which  included 
the  planting  of  succulents  on  the  traffic  island.  There  were  modifications  made  to  the  loading  dock  and  bus 
route  to  help  with  traffic  flow.  Mr.  McCarthy  presented  building  material  samples  and  showed  renderings  of  how 
the  materials  and  textures  were  modified  and  the  contrast  in  colors  was  made  stronger.  Specifically,  this  was 
achieved  by  using  blue  in  the  large  overhang  and  a bright  yellow  cladding  in  the  window  slots  on  the  aircraft 
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side  of  the  facility.  Mr.  McCarthy  said  that  in  the  last  phase  of  the  design,  the  building  was  larger;  in  Phase  3, 
they  made  the  building  smaller  to  meet  the  needs  of  the  airport  and  economy.  The  design  also  would  allow  for 
the  expansion  of  a roof  built  with  1 00  percent  solar  cells.  He  said  that  solar  cells  currently  only  took  up  about  1 0 
percent  of  the  roof. 

Commissioner  Stryker  complimented  the  team  on  the  choice  of  plants  for  the  landscape  and  wanted  to  make 
sure  that  the  ceanothus  would  withstand  the  heat  radiating  from  the  black  asphalt.  Mr.  McCarthy  said  that  there 
was  precedent  with  similar  plants  in  other  areas  of  the  airport. 

There  was  no  public  comment,  and  the  motion  was  unanimously  approved  as  follows. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  3 of  the  SFO  West  Field  Cargo  Building. 

Motion:  Commissioner  Dorka  Keehn 
Second:  Commissioner  Roberto  Ordenana 


3.  Fire  Station  #16:  Phase  2 

Gabriella  Judd  Cirelli,  Project  Manager,  Department  of  Public  Works  (“DPW”)  Building  Design  and 
Construction,  and  Paul  de  Freitas,  Project  Architect,  DPW  Building  Design  and  Construction,  presented 
renderings  of  Fire  Station  #16.  Mr.  de  Frietas  said  that  there  had  been  a significant  amount  of  community 
involvement  and  feedback  since  the  last  presentation  to  this  Committee.  As  a response  to  neighborhood 
feedback,  the  project  team  created  renderings  that  would  reduce  the  visual  presence  of  the  glass  windows  on 
the  second  floor  to  make  it  more  visually  appealing.  He  added  that  the  window  treatment  reduces  the  massing 
of  the  glass  and  adds  texture  to  the  design.  The  entry  door  will  likely  be  clear  glass,  but  the  client  prefers 
frosted  or  opaque  glass  illuminated  from  behind.  He  stated  that  the  building  would  have  a blue  roof,  similar  to 
what  is  seen  in  Seattle  and  New  York.  He  said  it  was  a great  alternative  to  meeting  certain  criteria,  other  than 
having  a green  roof.  Most  of  the  renderings  are  consistent  with  what  was  presented  in  Phase  1 . Mr.  de  Freitas 
stated  that  the  design  took  its  inspiration  from  the  wooden  ladders  used  by  the  firefighters  as  part  of  their  daily 
work.  Mr.  de  Frietas  noted  that  the  construction  budget  would  increase  moving  forward.  The  project  team 
showed  sample  construction  materials  to  the  Committee.  The  use  of  stone  with  pre-mitered  comers  was 
well-received  by  the  community  and  valued  for  giving  warmth  to  the  building.  The  Commissioners 
acknowledged  their  positive  impression  of  the  improvement  in  design  since  the  last  presentation,  although 
Commissioner  Smith  expressed  reservations  about  the  corner  of  the  glazed  firewall  and  thought  it  needed 
further  work. 

There  was  no  public  comment,  and  the  motion  was  approved  unanimously  as  follows. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  2 of  Fire  Station  #1 6 subject  to  design  modifications  of  the  glazed  firewall 
at  the  northeast  corner. 

Motion:  Commissioner  Stryker 
Second:  Commissioner  Ordenana 


4. 1550  Evans  Street:  Phases  1 and  2 

Shelby  Campbell,  Project  Manager,  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (“SFPUC”),  Alejandro  Pimentel, 
Project  Architect,  DPW  Building  Design  and  Construction,  and  Edward  Chin,  Project  Landscape  Architect, 
DPW  Building  Design  and  Construction,  presented  conceptual  designs  of  a new  SFPUC  building  at  1550 


2 of  7 


3/22/2016  10:0 


19,  2013  | San  Francisco  Arts  Commission 


http://sfgov.org/arts/civic-desigp-review-committee/meeting/20 1 3-auga . . 


Evans  Street,  which  was  purchased  by  the  SFPUC  in  November,  2012  to  consolidate  multiple  wastewater 
groups  from  the  SFPUC  to  one  site  for  both  field  and  office  staff.  Mr.  Pimentel  said  that  the  approach  to  the 
design  was  intended  to  be  simple  and  clean.  The  program  space  required  lockers,  showers,  laundry,  and 
storage,  and  the  office  space  would  house  a dispatch  center.  Given  the  building’s  location  in  an  industrial  park, 
Mr.  Pimentel  wanted  to  embrace  the  utilitarian  aspect  of  the  neighborhood  in  the  building  design. 

Mr.  Chin  addressed  the  Committee’s  previous  concerns  about  ventilation  of  the  space  by  designing  a multiuse 
courtyard  for  lunchtime  activities  and  gatherings.  The  lawn  was  reduced  by  50  percent  while  a park-like  setting 
was  retained,  including  metal  benches  with  wood  cladding  and  permeable  pavers  to  allow  water  penetration. 

Commissioner  Smith  inquired  about  the  per-square-foot  construction  cost.  Ms.  Campbell  said  it  was  roughly 
three  to  four  million  dollars  for  a 6,000-square-foot  building.  She  said  that  the  project  would  not  happen  if  it  was 
not  perceived  as  cost-effective. 

Commissioner  Smith  said  that  project  had  come  a long  way  since  the  last  presentation  and  that  the  building 
looked  good  as  well  as  its  siting,  but  further  modifications  still  needed  to  be  made.  He  said  that  the  overhang 
on  the  entrance  should  be  longer,  thinner,  and  more  elegant,  or  not  there  at  all.  He  thought  the  X-bracing  was 
not  needed.  He  thought  the  mullions  should  not  be  varied  and  the  color  palette  needed  to  be  resolved,  and  he 
commented  that  the  brise-soleil  did  not  work  well  as  designed.  He  added  that  the  landscaping  was  less 
developed  than  the  building. 

Mr.  Pimentel  said  that  he  selected  a neutral  color  palette  for  the  storefront  system  windows  to  match  the  color 
of  the  steel  structure. 

Commissioner  Stryker  agreed  that  the  project  team  had  come  a long  way  since  presenting  the  first  designs. 
She  said  she  was  unclear  on  the  patterning  of  the  windows;  there  were  some  interesting  geometric  shapes,  but 
she  did  not  understand  the  relationship  between  them.  In  terms  of  landscape  design,  she  liked  the  variety  of 
plants  and  the  dry  stream  look.  She  said  she  could  not  see  the  relationship  between  the  benches  and  the 
building,  and  that  the  courtyard  might  need  another  tree.  Commissioner  Stryker  added  that  if  there  were  more 
paving,  then  the  team  might  consider  a higher  tree  count. 

Ms.  Campbell  said  that  the  space  was  very  tight  with  the  multiple  services  going  on,  and  that  it  would  be  difficult 
to  add  more  trees  to  the  design.  Ms.  Campbell  said  that  she  hoped  that  the  hardscape  of  the  courtyard  would 
be  used  as  a part  of  an  indoor/outdoor  open  space  to  accommodate  building  events  and  group  meetings. 

Commissioner  Stryker  suggested  adding  more  lighting  in  the  courtyard.  Ms.  Campbell  said  that  this  would  be 
shown  in  the  next  design  presentation. 

Commissioner  Keehn  commented  that  there  needed  to  be  more  shade  in  the  courtyard  if  the  goal  was  to  make 
it  a space  where  workers  would  gather. 

Mr.  DeCaigny  concluded  that  the  project  would  not  be  approved  for  phase  two,  requiring  the  project  team  to 
come  back  for  Phase  2 and  3 at  a later  date. 

Ms.  Campbell  was  worried  about  further  delays  to  the  schedule.  Commissioner  Smith  disagreed,  saying  it 
would  not  delay  the  project  moving  forward  because  the  designers  would  have  to  come  back  for  Phase  3 
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approval  anyway. 

There  was  no  public  comment,  and  the  motion  was  approved  unanimously  as  follows. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  1 550  Evans  Street  Project  with  the  recommendations  made  for  the 
building  and  the  landscape  area. 

Motion:  Commissioner  Stryker 
Second:  Commissioner  Keehn 


5.  Mission  Dolores  Park  Rehabilitation:  Phase  3 

Jacob  Gilchrist,  Project  Manager,  Recreation  and  Park  Department,  presented  renderings  of  the  Mission 
Dolores  Park  Rehabilitation.  Since  approval  of  phase  two  in  April  2012,  the  project  team  had  been  navigating 
the  environmental  review  process.  Approved  plans  include  a playground,  an  improved  viewing  area  at  20th  and 
Church  streets,  and  new  paved  circulation  route  through  the  park  that  makes  it  easier  for  trucks  to  drive  through 
and  not  destroy  turf.  The  park  will  have  new  sports  turf  and  renovated  multi-use  courts.  The  new  restrooms  will 
be  built  closer  to  the  Children’s  Playground. 

Mr.  Gilchrist  said  that  Mission  Dolores  Park  was  eligible  for  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places. 
Accordingly,  the  project  team  was  careful  to  deal  with  the  historic  fabric  of  the  park  to  maintain  its  eligibility.  He 
further  explained  the  rationale  behind  the  relocation  of  the  restrooms  to  be  closer  to  the  playground,  and  the 
placement  of  the  operations  building  closer  to  the  tennis  courts,  where  they  would  be  placed  in  areas  that  had 
already  been  impacted  as  opposed  to  areas  that  were  untouched  by  change  and  park  development.  He  stated 
that  the  contours  and  grading  of  the  park  were  also  considered  historic  resources. 

The  Committee  discussed  the  renderings  of  the  restrooms  relative  to  construction  materials,  specifically  the 
use  of  the  rock  walls  versus  concrete.  They  inquired  how  the  rock  wall  rolls  around  to  the  back  and  thought  it 
was  better  to  use  concrete. 

There  was  no  public  comment  and  the  motion  was  approved  as  follows. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  3 of  the  Mission  Dolores  Park  Rehabilitation. 

Motion:  Commissioner  Ordehana 
Second:  Commissioner  Stryker 


6.  Moscone  Center  Campus  Informational  Presentation 

Brook  Mebrahtu,  Project  Manager,  DPW  Building  Design  and  Construction,  said  that  he  was  excited  about  the 
partnership  between  multiple  City  agencies;  the  project  architects,  Skidmore,  Owings,  and  Merrill  (“SOM”);  and 
CMG  Landscape  Architects  on  the  development  of  Moscone  Center  Expansion.  Moscone  Center  was  built  in 
1981 , with  subsequent  renovations  in  1993  and  2003.  For  several  years,  Moscone  Center  clients  have 
demanded  additional  contiguous  space  to  serve  their  convention  needs.  Without  expansion  of  the  building  to 
meet  the  requirements  of  the  clients,  the  City  could  possibly  lose  $2  billion  a year  were  the  clients  to  take  their 
business  elsewhere.  The  proposed  expansion  would  recover  $734  million. 

Mark  Schwettman  and  Kotting  Luo  from  SOM  presented  conceptual  designs  of  the  proposed  expansion  of 
Moscone  Center.  They  said  that  most  of  the  convention  space  is  below  ground  and  the  two  buildings  were 
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connected  by  a narrow  concourse.  They  explained  that  renovations  would  not  expand  the  footprint  of  Moscone 
Center,  but  would  be  both  above  grade  and  below  grade,  increasing  the  height  of  the  building,  include  an 
expanded  lobby  for  the  North  and  South  halls  and  a new  Esplanade  Ballroom  on  Third  Street.  Proposed  plans 
include  relocating  the  truck  loop  on  Third  Street  to  allow  for  safer  pedestrian  traffic  and  access  to  the  children’s 
playground  in  Yerba  Buena  Gardens.  Currently,  Moscone  Center  and  Yerba  Buena  Gardens  are  connected  by 
a bridge,  but  it  is  not  a strong  architectural  connection  and  terminates  in  a convoluted  and  confusing  path  of 
travel  for  the  pedestrian  upon  reaching  the  south  side  of  the  street.  The  designers  propose  building  a new 
bridge  that  is  wider,  incorporating  more  landscaping,  which  will  provide  a direct  path  between  Moscone  Center 
and  Yerba  Buena  Gardens.  They  cited  the  High  Line  in  NYC  as  an  inspiration  for  the  new  elevated  walkway. 

Mr.  DeCaigny  thought  the  reference  to  the  High  Line  was  an  exciting  one.  He  wondered  if  there  was  a way  to 
make  use  of  the  street  level  to  elevate  pedestrian  experience  and  create  a hub  for  users. 

There  new  design  will  feature  terrace  seating,  a retail  area,  and  a street  plaza — making  Moscone  Center  feel 
more  like  a campus.  Moving  more  activity  to  the  street  level  would  favor  pedestrians  and  create  a porous 
ground  level.  Commissioner  Smith  wanted  to  know  what  the  phasing  construction  timeline  was  and  what  impact 
it  would  have  on  conventions. 

Mr.  Mebrahtu  responded  that  the  phasing  was  based  around  commitments  that  Moscone  Center  had  to  existing 
and  future  clients’  bookings.  He  said  the  first  phase  will  include  the  connection  from  Moscone  South  to  the 
Esplanade  Ballroom.  Phase  Two  will  focus  on  the  building  at  Third  and  Howard  Streets.  Lastly,  Phase  Three 
will  include  renovations  to  Moscone  North  and  South.  Mr.  Mebrahtu  said  that  construction  is  scheduled  to  begin 
in  December  201 4. 

Mr.  DeCaigny  congratulated  the  team  on  their  exciting  and  important  project.  He  offered  the  Arts  Commission’s 
assistance  in  facilitating  informational  presentations  to  help  people  understand  the  impact  this  project  would 
have  on  cultural  assets  in  the  area.  He  said  that  initial  plans  were  very  positive.  He  thought  the  Children's 
Creativity  Museum  would  be  excited  for  the  plans,  as  it  would  bring  more  foot  traffic  to  the  area — a concern  the 
museum  has  been  struggling  with  for  years. 

Mr.  Mebrahtu  said  that  the  team  had  identified  a strategic  advisory  group  that  included  the  Children’s  Creativity 
Museum,  and  that  they  have  been  conducting  presentations  with  identified  community  organizations  and 
leaders.  They  were  working  with  Barbary  Coast  and  San  Francisco  Travel  (“SF  Travel”)  to  do  special  outreach 
to  different  constituents. 

Mr.  DeCaigny  asked  about  what  concerns  there  might  be  with  large  scale  annual  events  during  construction. 
John  Reyes  of  SF  Travel  said  two  major  annual  events  included  Oracle  and  Salesforce.  They  were  working 
with  the  project  team  to  make  sure  that  everyone  was  on  the  same  page  with  construction.  The  team  was 
organizing  public  and  stakeholder  meetings  to  understand  the  impact  of  the  construction. 

Ms.  Manton,  on  behalf  of  Commissioner  Keehn,  asked  whether  the  designs  would  address  the  fact  that 
Howard  Street  was  a windy  street  and  that  there  was  so  much  shade. 

Mr.  Mebrahtu  said  that  the  team  was  conducting  a shadow  study  and  they  were  looking  at  wind  effects.  He  said 
that  environmental  factors  would  be  a part  of  the  design  process  the  whole  way  through. 
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Ms.  Manton  added  that  she  hoped  the  Arts  Commission  could  partner  with  the  project  design  team  to  plan  for 
the  integration  of  public  art  in  the  Moscone  Expansion  Project.  Mr.  Mebrahtu  said  that  the  Arts  Commission 
would  definitely  be  involved  with  planning. 

The  Committee  discussed  how  designs  might  address  the  fact  that  the  central  activities  face  away  from  Market 
Street.  Commissioner  Smith  thought  that  the  Central  Subway  would  be  a game  changer  for  the  area,  and  that  it 
would  address  access  to  Folsom  Street. 

Commissioner  Stryker  expressed  that  she  would  like  the  designers  to  address  the  safety  concerns  of 
pedestrian  traffic.  She  said  you  would  have  to  give  people  a pleasant  place  to  walk  or  they  simply  would  not  go 
there. 

The  Committee  discussed  the  possibility  of  a pedestrian  ramp  along  Third  and  Fourth  streets  where  trucks 
enter  and  descend.  The  project  team  had  explored  the  issue  and  explained  that  they  could  not  completely 
eliminate  the  ramp  at  Third  and  Howard,  but  the  relocation  of  truck  ramp  entrance  on  Third  would  be 
reconfigured  to  improve  the  pedestrian  experience. 

Mr.  DeCaigny  said  there  will  be  a major  public  art  sculpture  at  Clementina  and  Fourth  Streets  by  Roxy  Paine 
and  a new  entrance  to  the  San  Francisco  Museum  of  Modern  Art  (“SFMOMA”)  at  Howard,  which  will  drive  more 
foot  traffic  to  the  area. 

The  Committee  expressed  their  overall  excitement  and  enthusiasm  for  the  project  and  believed  it  would 
address  a number  of  problems  associated  with  the  current  design  of  the  Moscone  Center  complex. 

There  was  no  public  comment. 


7.  Staff  Report 

There  was  no  staff  report. 

8.  Public  Comment 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

9.  New  Business  and  Announcements 

There  was  no  new  business  or  announcements. 

10.  Adjournment 

There  being  no  further  business,  the  meeting  was  adjourned  at  5:52  p.m. 
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assistance,  please  notify  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager  Jill 
Manton,  415-252-2585,  jill.manton@sfgov.org. 

Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design 
Review  Program  Manager  Jill  Manton,  415-252-2585Jill.manton@sfgov.org. 

Materiales  traducidos  y servicios  de  interpretacion  estan  disponibles  para  usted  de  manera  gratuita.  Para 
asistencia,  notifique  a Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager  Jill  Manton, 

41 5-252-2585,  jill.manton@sfgov.org. 
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1.  Roll  Call 


SEP  1 3 2013 


Alameda  Creek  Watershed  Center:  Phase  1 

Action 

Approximately  20  minutes 
This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  dates:  5/21/12,  9/17/12 
Tim  Ramirez,  Program  Manager,  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 
Bryan  Dessaure,  Project  Manager,  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 
Paul  De  Freitas,  Project  Architect,  Department  of  Public  Works 


SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form,  Alameda  Creek  Watershed  Center 
Presentation 


Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  Alameda  Creek  Watershed 
Center  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission. 

3.  Moccasin  Control  and  Server  Building:  Phase  3 

Action 

Approximately  15  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  dates:  7/16/12,  9/17/12 
Janet  Ng,  Project  Manager,  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 
Steve  Thomazin,  Project  Architect,  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 

Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form,  Moccasin  Control  Room  Phase  3 
Presentation 


Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  3 of  the  Moccasin  Control  and  Server 
Building  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission. 

4.  Staff  Report 

Discussion 

Approximately  1 5 minutes 

Update  on  informal  work  sessions  scheduled  each  month  prior  to  the  Civic  Design 
Review  Committee  meetings. 


San  Francisco  Arts  Commission  Civic  Design  Review  Committee  Agenda 
Monday,  September  16,  2013 


Page  2 of  4 


5.  Public  Comment 

(This  item  is  to  allow  members  of  the  public  to  comment  generally  on  matters  within  the 
Committee ’s  purview  as  well  as  to  suggest  new  agenda  items  for  the  Committee ’s 
consideration.) 

6.  New  Business  and  Announcements 

(This  item  is  to  allow  Commissioners  to  introduce  new  agenda  items  for  consideration.) 

7.  Adjournment 


spr  9/12/13 

Notices 

Explanatory  documents  listed  above,  as  well  as  documents  created  or  distributed  after  the  posting 
of  this  agenda  to  the  Arts  Commission  will  be  available  for  public  inspection  and  copying  at  the 
Arts  Commission  office,  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  345,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  during 
regular  business  hours.  Info:  Jill  Manton,  415-252-2585.  PLEASE  NOTE:  The  Arts  Commission 
often  receives  documents  created  or  submitted  by  other  City  officials,  agencies  or  departments 
after  the  posting  of  the  Arts  Commission  agenda.  For  such  documents  or  presentations,  members 
of  the  public  may  wish  to  contact  the  originating  agency  if  they  seek  documents  not  yet  provided 
to  the  Arts  Commission. 

Public  comment  in  regard  to  specific  items  will  be  taken  before  or  during  consideration  of  the 
item. 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are 
prohibited  at  this  meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the 
meeting  of  any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other 
similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are 
reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help 
the  City  accommodate  these  individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or 
services,  to  participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Jill  Manton,  415-252-2585,  at  least  48 
hours  before  the  meeting,  except  for  Monday  meetings,  for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the 
previous  Friday. 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative 
action  may  be  required  by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  (San  Francisco  Campaign  and 
Governmental  Conduct  Code  sections  2.100-2.160)  to  register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For 
more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact  the  Ethics  Commission  at  25  Van 
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Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  telephone  415/252-3100,  fax  415/252-31 12 
and  http://www.sfethics.org/ethics/2009/12/lobbyist-ordinance-2010.html. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decision  in  full  view  of  the  public. 
Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the 
people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and 
that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people's  review. 

For  information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  (Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco 
Administrative  Code)  or  to  report  a violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  by  mail  Sunshine 
Ordinance  Task  Force,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room  244,  San  Francisco  CA  94102; 
phone  at  (415)  554-7724;  fax  at  (415)  554-7854;  or  by  email  at  sotf@sfgov.org 

Citizens  may  obtain  a free  copy  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  by  printing  Chapter  67  of  the  San 
Francisco  Administrative  Code  on  the  Internet,  at  http://www.sfbos.org/sunshine 
ACCESSIBLE  MEETING  POLICY 

Per  the  American  Disabilities  Act  and  the  Language  Access  Ordinance,  Chinese,  Spanish,  and/or 
American  Sign  Language  interpreters  will  be  available  upon  request.  Additionally,  every  effort 
will  be  made  to  provide  a sound  enhancement  system,  meeting  materials  in  alternative  formats, 
and/or  a reader.  Minutes  may  be  translated  after  they  have  been  adopted  by  the  Commission.  For 
all  these  requests,  please  contact  Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design 
Review  Program  Manager,  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting  at  415-252-2585.  Late  requests 
will  be  honored  if  possible.  The  hearing  room  is  wheelchair  accessible. 


ft 415-252-2585  [r]  Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special  Projects  and 
Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager 

mm o 

POLITICA  DE  ACCESO  A LA  REUNION 

De  acuerdo  con  la  Ley  sobre  Estadounidenses  con  Discapacidades  (American  Disabilities  Act)  y 
la  Ordenanza  de  Acceso  a Idiomas  (Language  Access  Ordinance)  interpretes  de  chino,  espanol,  y 
lenguaje  de  senas  estaran  disponibles  de  ser  requeridos.  En  adicion,  se  hara  todo  el  esfuerzo 
posible  para  proveer  un  sistema  mejoramiento  de  sonido,  materiales  de  la  reunion  en  formatos 
altemativos,  y/o  proveer  un  leedor.  Las  minutas  podran  ser  traducidas  luego  de  ser  aprobadas  por 
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la  Comision.  Para  solicitar  estos  servicios,  favor  contactar  a Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special 
Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager,  por  lo  menos  48  horas  antes  de  la  reunion 
al  415-252-2585.  Las  solicitudes  tardias  seran  consideradas  de  ser  posible.  La  sala  de  audiencia 
es  accesible  a silla  de  ruedas. 
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September  16,  2013 

Civic  Design  Review  Committee  - September  1 6,  201 3 

MEETING  OF  THE  CIVIC  DESIGN  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 
OF  THE  SAN  FRANCISCO  ARTS  COMMISSION 

Monday,  September  16,  2013 
3:00  p.m. 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  70 


Minutes 

Committee  Chair  Cass  Calder  Smith  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  3:07  p.m. 


1.  Roll  Call 

Commissioners  Present 

Cass  Calder  Smith 
Roberto  Ordenana 
Kimberlee  Stryker 
Commissioners  Absent 
Leo  Chow 
Dorka  Keehn 

Staff  Present 

Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Public  Art  Trust  and  Special  Initiatives 
Sharon  Page  Ritchie,  Commission  Secretary 
Matt  Pearson,  Civic  Design  Review  Intern 

SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 

2.  Alameda  Creek  Watershed  Center:  Phase  1 

Brian  Dessaure,  Project  Manager  for  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Council,  introduced  Paul  De  Freitas,  the 
Project  Architect  from  the  Department  of  Public  Works  (“DPW”)  and  Martha  Ketterer,  the  Landscape  Architect 
from  DPW. 

Mr.  De  Freitas  explained  that  Alameda  Creek  is  the  largest  watershed  in  San  Francisco,  including  more  than 
700  square  miles.  He  gave  the  background  of  the  site,  including  the  distinctive  features  of  the  creek  and 
surrounding  landscape  that  inspired  the  design  for  the  Watershed  Center.  He  also  mentioned  the  existing 
building  on  the  site,  the  Sunol  Water  Temple.  He  explained  that  the  goal  of  the  design  is  to  tell  the  story  of  how 
the  water  arrived  at  this  site,  how  people  have  used  the  water  throughout  history,  and  how  it  will  be  used  in  the 
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future.  He  described  how  the  linear  path  of  a stream  inspired  the  design  for  the  building. 

Ms.  Ketterer  presented  components  of  the  landscape  design,  including  runnels  of  water,  a pond,  meadows 
and  an  amphitheater. 

Mr.  De  Freitas  explained  that  the  linear  design  of  the  building  mimics  the  linear  flow  of  the  creek  on  the  site. 

Ms.  Ketterer  presented  the  site  plan,  including  the  approach  by  car,  the  flow  through  the  building,  gardens,  and 
temple  grounds. 

Mr.  Dessaure  laid  out  goals  for  the  project  schedule.  He  pointed  to  early  201 5 as  a tentative  time  to  begin 
construction. 

Commissioner  Stryker  complimented  the  integration  of  the  landscape  into  the  design.  She  questioned  whether 
the  “postage  stamp”  biomes  would  be  big  enough  to  be  read,  particularly  with  the  size  of  oak  trees  taking  up 
large  pieces  of  territory.  She  also  wondered  how  people  would  know  to  wander  the  gardens.  She 
recommended  some  sort  of  entrance  or  foyer  to  the  gardens  that  sets  them  up  in  the  same  way  that  the 
building  gets  a foyer.  Finally,  she  brought  up  concerns  about  maintenance  of  the  native  meadows.  She 
recommended  that  certain  meadows  have  paths,  while  others  remain  entirely  wild,  and  that  the  drawings  for 
future  phases  include  the  paths. 

Commissioner  Ordehana  asked  the  project  team  how  they  are  engaging  with  the  community,  both  in  the  Sunol 
area  and  the  Bay  Area  at  large.  Tim  Ramirez,  the  Project  Manager  from  SFPUC,  explained  that  there  have 
been  three  years  of  community  engagement.  He  reported  that  there  is  already  a sustainable  agriculture 
education  program  happening  on  the  site.  He  intended  to  build  on  that  foundation  and  develop  a more 
extensive  curriculum.  He  added  that  the  Sunol  community  is  excited  to  have  access  to  a new  facility  for  certain 
community  functions,  and  that  community  members  have  committed  to  help  with  site  maintenance  once  the 
construction  is  complete. 

Commissioner  Smith  recommended  that  the  building  design  be  made  more  distinctive  and  the  landscape 
drawings  be  further  developed  before  the  Phase  2 review. 

Commissioner  Stryker  raised  concerns  about  the  riparian  pond.  She  said  the  water  source  doesn’t  fit  with  the 
rest  of  the  building  and  landscape  design.  She  suggested  that  the  modernist  design  of  the  pond  did  not  fit  with 
the  rest  of  the  design.  Mr.  Dessaure  and  Ms.  Ketterer  explained  that  the  pond  was  required  by  the  educational 
element  of  the  watershed  center,  for  children  to  interact  with  native  flora  and  fauna.  The  pond  will  be  designed 
to  match  other  ponds  in  the  nearby  environment.  The  Committee  directed  the  project  team  to  refine  the 
drawings  of  the  pond  to  better  reflect  its  intended  use  and  construction. 

There  was  no  public  comment,  and  the  motion  was  unanimously  approved  as  follows. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  Alameda  Creek  Watershed  Center: 

Motion:  Commissioner  Smith 
Second:  Commissioner  Ordehana 
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3.  Moccasin  Control  and  Server  Room:  Phase  3 

Steve  Thomazin,  Lead  Project  Engineer,  introduced  the  project.  He  reviewed  Phases  1 and  2 of  the  project, 
and  told  the  Committee  that  construction  documents  are  being  completed  with  hopes  of  putting  out 
construction  bids  in  one  to  two  months.  The  building  will  be  a secure  facility,  not  open  to  the  public.  It  will  be  a 
control  room  that  operates  the  powerhouse  at  Moccasin  and  other  powerhouses  nearby.  It  also  will  house  all 
the  servers  for  the  Moccasin  power  facility  with  the  possibility  of  some  backup  servers  for  the  City  in  the  future. 
Mr.  Thomazin  pointed  out  three  changes  to  the  plan  since  the  Phase  2 review.  One  is  a change  of  placement 
for  the  emergency  generator.  The  second  was  a switch  from  HVAC  water  compressors  to  a cooling  water 
tower  of  50-degree  Farenheit  Hetch  Hetchy  water  to  keep  energy  demands  low  and  meet  LEED  certification 
standards.  Finally,  entrances  and  pathways  were  adjusted  to  improve  ADA  accessibility,  including  a longer 
ramp  that  required  modification  of  a courtyard,  garden  and  seating  area. 

There  was  no  public  comment,  and  the  motion  was  unanimously  approved  as  follows. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  3 of  the  Moccasin  Control  and  Server  Room: 

Motion:  Commissioner  Smith 
Second:  Commissioner  Stryker 


4.  Staff  Report 

Ms.  Manton  announced  the  institution  of  monthly  informal  review  sessions  for  projects  on  the  docket  for  future 
Civic  Design  reviews.  The  Commissioners  gather  before  monthly  Civic  Design  Review  public  meetings  to 
review  and  prepare  projects  for  the  following  months. 

Ms.  Manton  also  suggested  that  certain  Commissioners  become  leads  on  certain  projects.  This  will  allow  each 
Commissioner  to  spend  more  time  on  projects  that  lie  in  their  area  of  expertise.  Commissioners  Smith  and 
Stryker  agreed  that  project  leads  would  allow  them  to  be  most  effective  in  furthering  the  mission  and  work  of 
Civic  Design  Review. 

There  was  no  public  comment. 


5.  Public  Comment 

There  was  no  further  public  comment. 

6.  New  Business  and  Announcements 

There  was  no  new  business  or  announcements. 

7.  Adjournment 

There  being  no  further  business,  the  meeting  was  adjourned  at  4:59  p.m. 
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Translated  written  materials  and  interpretation  services  are  available  to  you  at  no  cost.  For 
assistance,  please  notify  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager  Jill 
Manton,  415-252-2585,  jill.manton@sfgov.org. 

Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design 
Review  Program  Manager  Jill  Manton,  415-252-2585,  jill.manton@sfgov.org. 

Materiales  traducidos  y servicios  de  interpretacion  estan  disponibles  para  usted  de  manera  gratuita.  Para 
asistencia,  notifique  a Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager  Jill  Manton, 
41 5-252-2585,  jill.manton@sfgov.org. 
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PUBLIC  LIBRARY 

1.  Roll  Call 

2.  Regional  Groundwater  Storage  and  Recovery  Project — Serramonte  Pump  Station: 

Phases  1 and  2 

Action 

Approximately  20  minutes 

This  project  was  not  previously  reviewed. 

Greg  Bartow,  Project  Manager,  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 
Edmund  Shum,  Project  Architect,  Department  of  Public  Works 
Martha  Ketterer,  Landscape  Architect,  Department  of  Public  Works 

Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form.  Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phases  1 and  2 of  the  Regional  Groundwater 
Storage  and  Recovery  Project  at  Serramonte  Pump  Station. 

3.  Alamo  Square  Stand-Alone  Restroom:  Phase  1 

Action 

Approximately  20  minutes 

This  project  was  not  previously  reviewed. 

Mary  Hobson,  Project  Manager,  Recreation  and  Parks  Department 
Nelson  Szeto,  Project  Architect,  Department  of  Public  Works 
Jasmine  Kaw,  Landscape  Architect,  Department  of  Public  Works 

Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form.  Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  Alamo  Square  Stand-Alone 
Restroom. 

4.  California  Academy  of  Sciences  West  Garden  Cafe  Addition:  Phases  2 and  3 

Action 

Approximately  20  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  6/17/13. 

Kevin  Manalili,  Project  Manager,  California  Academy  of  Sciences 
Kang  Kiang,  Project  Architect,  Mark  Cavagnero  Associates 
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Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form.  Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phases  2 and  3 of  the  California  Academy  of 
Sciences  West  Garden  Cafe  Addition. 

5.  Moscone  Expansion  Project:  Phase  1 

Action 

Approximately  1 hour 

This  project  was  not  previously  reviewed. 

Brook  Mebrahtu,  Project  Manager,  Department  of  Public  Works 
Craig  Hartman,  Project  Architect,  Skidmore,  Owings  & Merrill 
Kevin  Conger,  Landscape  Architect,  CMG  Landscape  Architecture 

Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form.  Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  Moscone  Expansion  Project. 

6.  Washington  Square  Restroom  Replacement:  Phase  3 

Action 

Approximately  15  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  dates:  7/16/12,  6/17/13 

Mary  Hobson,  Project  Manager,  Recreation  and  Parks  Department 

Lizzy  Hirsch,  Landscape  Architect,  Department  of  Public  Works,  Building  Design  and 

Construction 

Paulett  Taggart,  Architect 

Explanatory  documents:  Phase  1 Presentation.  Historic  Preservation  Commission 
Presentation.  Phase  3 Presentation  ('“HPC/Planning  Revision”) 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  3 of  the  Washington  Square  Restroom 
Replacement. 

7.  Staff  Report 

Discussion 

Approximately  15  minutes 

Discussion  regarding  Civic  Design  Review  of  temporary  structures. 

8.  Public  Comment 

(This  item  is  to  allow  members  of  the  public  to  comment  generally  on  matters  within  the 
Committee ’s  purview  as  well  as  to  suggest  new  agenda  items  for  the  Committee ' s 
consideration.) 

9.  New  Business  and  Announcements 

(This  item  is  to  allow  Commissioners  to  introduce  new  agenda  items  for  consideration.) 
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10.  Adjournment 


spr  10/17/13 

Notices 

Explanatory  documents  listed  above,  as  well  as  documents  created  or  distributed  after  the  posting 
of  this  agenda  to  the  Arts  Commission  will  be  available  for  public  inspection  and  copying  at  the 
Arts  Commission  office,  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  345,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  during 
regular  business  hours.  Info:  Jill  Manton,  415-252-2585.  PLEASE  NOTE:  The  Arts  Commission 
often  receives  documents  created  or  submitted  by  other  City  officials,  agencies  or  departments 
after  the  posting  of  the  Arts  Commission  agenda.  For  such  documents  or  presentations,  members 
of  the  public  may  wish  to  contact  the  originating  agency  if  they  seek  documents  not  yet  provided 
to  the  Arts  Commission. 

Public  comment  in  regard  to  specific  items  will  be  taken  before  or  during  consideration  of  the 
item. 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are 
prohibited  at  this  meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the 
meeting  of  any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other 
similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are 
reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help 
the  City  accommodate  these  individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or 
services,  to  participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Jill  Manton,  415-252-2585,  at  least  48 
hours  before  the  meeting,  except  for  Monday  meetings,  for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the 
previous  Friday. 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative 
action  may  be  required  by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  (San  Francisco  Campaign  and 
Governmental  Conduct  Code  sections  2.100-2.160)  to  register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For 
more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact  the  Ethics  Commission  at  25  Van 
Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  telephone  415/252-3100,  fax  415/252-3112 
and  http://www.sfethics.Org/ethics/2009/l  2/lobbyist-ordinance-20 1 0.html. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decision  in  full  view  of  the  public. 
Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the 
people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and 
that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people's  review. 
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For  information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  (Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco 
Administrative  Code)  or  to  report  a violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  by  mail  Sunshine 
Ordinance  Task  Force,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room  244,  San  Francisco  CA  94102; 
phone  at  (415)  554-7724;  fax  at  (415)  554-7854;  or  by  email  at  sotf@sfgov.org 

Citizens  may  obtain  a free  copy  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  by  printing  Chapter  67  of  the  San 
Francisco  Administrative  Code  on  the  Internet,  at  http://www.sfbos.org/sunshine 
ACCESSIBLE  MEETING  POLICY 

Per  the  American  Disabilities  Act  and  the  Language  Access  Ordinance,  Chinese,  Spanish,  and/or 
American  Sign  Language  interpreters  will  be  available  upon  request.  Additionally,  every  effort 
will  be  made  to  provide  a sound  enhancement  system,  meeting  materials  in  alternative  formats, 
and/or  a reader.  Minutes  may  be  translated  after  they  have  been  adopted  by  the  Commission.  For 
all  these  requests,  please  contact  Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design 
Review  Program  Manager,  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting  at  415-252-2585.  Late  requests 
will  be  honored  if  possible.  The  hearing  room  is  wheelchair  accessible. 

U 415-252-2585  fp)  Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special  Projects  and 
Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager 

POLITICA  DE  ACCESO  A LA  REUNION 

De  acuerdo  con  la  Ley  sobre  Estadounidenses  con  Discapacidades  (American  Disabilities  Act)  y 
la  Ordenanza  de  Acceso  a Idiomas  (Language  Access  Ordinance)  interpretes  de  chino,  espanol,  y 
lenguaje  de  senas  estaran  disponibles  de  ser  requeridos.  En  adicion,  se  hara  todo  el  esfuerzo 
posible  para  proveer  un  sistema  mejoramiento  de  sonido,  materiales  de  la  reunion  en  formatos 
alternatives,  y/o  proveer  un  leedor.  Las  minutas  podran  ser  traducidas  luego  de  ser  aprobadas  por 
la  Comision.  Para  solicitar  estos  servicios,  favor  contactar  a Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special 
Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager,  por  lo  menos  48  horas  antes  de  la  reunion 
al  415-252-2585.  Las  solicitudes  tardias  seran  consideradas  de  ser  posible.  La  sala  de  audiencia 
es  accesible  a silla  de  ruedas. 
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October  21,  2013 

Civic  Design  Review  Committee  - October  21 , 2013 

MEETING  OF  THE  CIVIC  DESIGN  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 
OF  THE  SAN  FRANCISCO  ARTS  COMMISSION 

Monday,  October  21 , 201 3 
3:00  p.m. 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  70 

Minutes 


Committee  Chair  Cass  Calder  Smith  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  3:00  p.m. 


1.  Roll  Call 

Commissioners  Present 

Cass  Calder  Smith 
Leo  Chow 
Dorka  Keehn 
Roberto  Ordenana 
Kimberlee  Stryker 
Commissioners  Absent 
None 

Staff  Present 

Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Public  Art  Trust  and  Special  Initiatives 
Sharon  Page  Ritchie,  Commission  Secretary 
Matt  Pearson,  Civic  Design  Review  Intern 


GOVERNMENT 
DOCUMENTS  DEP  ‘ 

MAR  2 2 2016 

SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


2.  Regional  Groundwater  Storage  and  Recovery  Project — Serramonte  Pump  Station:  Phases  1 and  2 

Greg  Bartow,  Project  Manager  for  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (“PUC”),  briefed  the  full 
Committee  on  the  informal  review  of  the  project.  Edmund  Shum,  Project  Architect  from  the  Department  of 
Public  Works  (“DPW”),  led  the  slide  presentation.  Martha  Ketterer  introduced  herself  as  DPW’s  landscape 
architect  for  the  project. 

Mr.  Shum  explained  the  building  features  and  presented  the  materials  sample  board. 

Commissioner  Smith  recommended  that  SF  Water  move  the  downspouts  to  the  middle  of  the  north  elevation 
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and  use  them  as  framing  devices  for  the  central  window.  He  stated  that  this  is  standard  practice  for  this  type  of 
downspout  on  this  type  of  building. 

Commissioner  Chow  recommended  that  SF  Water  remove  the  grills  on  the  west  elevation  altogether  and 
increase  the  heights  of  the  doors. 

Commissioner  Chow  asked  if  it  were  possible  to  remove  the  tower  from  the  building.  Mr.  Shum  explained  that 
the  skylight  across  the  building  from  the  tower  would  still  be  necessary  for  access  to  the  pump  for  long-term 
standard  maintenance.  There  ensued  a discussion  on  whether  the  skylight  needs  to  be  on  a flat  roof. 
Commissioner  Smith  proposed  a gabled  roof  as  a solution  to  both  the  tower  problem  and  the  skylight  problem. 

The  Committee  recommended  that  the  landscape  architecture  and  plantings  should  set  the  building  apart  from 
nearby  strip  mall  architecture.  Ms.  Ketterer  explained  that  PUC’s  landscape  requirements  are  extremely 
restrictive.  Mr.  Bartow  explained  that  there  are  also  some  water  lines  that  require  regular  maintenance  on  the 
property,  further  limiting  the  possibilities  of  certain  plantings.  He  added  that  the  PUC  security  mandates  that  no 
plantings  are  permitted  in  close  proximity  to  the  building,  and  no  large  plantings  are  permitted  anywhere  on  the 
property. 

Phase  3 of  this  project  ie  expected  to  come  before  the  Committee  after  January  1 , 2014. 

There  was  no  public  comment,  and  the  motion  was  unanimously  approved  as  follows. 

Motion  to  approve  Phases  1 and  2 of  the  Regional  Groundwater  Storage  and  Recovery  project  with 
the  stipulation  that  the  height  of  the  doors  is  increased,  the  vents  above  the  doors  are  eliminated, 
the  downspouts  are  placed  on  the  north  elevation;  and  with  the  strong  recommendation  that  the  roof 
be  changed  to  a straight  gable  style,  contingent  upon  the  provision  of  the  drawing  shown  at  the 
informal  work  session  that  occurred  in  September. 


3.  Alamo  Square  Stand-Alone  Restroom:  Phase  1 

Mary  Hobson,  Project  Manager  from  the  Recreation  and  Parks  Department,  introduced  the  project  and  briefed 
the  Committee  on  its  background.  The  project  is  located  in  District  Five,  in  the  historic  Alamo  Square  district. 
The  perimeter  of  the  park  is  bounded  by  a retaining  wall  and  four  city  streets.  The  park  consists  of  a grassy 
area  rising  towards  a wooded  peak.  The  grassy  area  is  used  mostly  for  passive  recreation.  The  park’s 
playground  was  built  in  2005  and  is  not  classified  as  historic.  The  maintenance  facility  nearby  was  built  in  1914 
and  is  classified  as  historic. 

Ms.  Hobson  explained  that  the  Recreation  and  Parks  Department  intends  to  rehab  only  the  interior  of  the 
historic  maintenance  structure,  and  to  build  a new,  accessible  public  unisex  restroom  structure  adjacent  to  the 
playground  and  picnic  area.  She  explained  that  the  new  structure  would  enhance  the  picnic  space  and  include 
both  a small  landscape  improvement  and  detail  design  improvement  on  the  paving  to  delineate  the  picnic  area. 

Ms.  Hobson  went  on  to  explain  that  that  Alamo  Square  Park  is  undergoing  an  irrigation  improvement.  There  will 
be  landscape  adjustments  and  plantings — mostly  native  plants — associated  with  that  plan.  The  proposed 
plantings  for  this  project  are  intended  to  dovetail  with  PUC  plantings. 
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Mr.  Alejandro  Pimentel,  project  architect  from  DPW,  presented  the  design  of  the  restroom.  He  described  the 
intentions  behind  its  scale,  proportion  and  shape,  which  echo  the  design  of  the  playground. 

Commissioner  Keehn  raised  concern  about  the  horizontal  scoring  on  the  concrete,  explaining  that  it  added  too 
many  conflicting  line  patterns  to  the  design.  She  suggested  a concrete  wash  as  a solution  to  the  textural 
problem  of  the  bare  concrete  structure. 

Commissioner  Keehn  also  raised  a question  about  the  design  of  the  metal  grating  around  the  ventilation  grills. 
Mr.  Pimentel  explained  that  the  grating  was  intended  to  give  a modem,  artistic  touch  to  the  building. 

Commissioner  Chow  voiced  his  concern  about  the  visual  design  as  well  as  the  potential  acoustic  problem  of 
placing  the  restroom’s  open  grating  directly  adjacent  to  the  picnic  area. 

The  Committee  made  the  following  recommendations: 

1 . DPW  should  remove  the  horizontal  scoring  and  apply  another  method  for  texture,  such  as  board  forming  or 
sandblasting. 

2.  DPW  should  minimize  and  rotate  the  grating  from  the  back  of  the  building  and  remove  or  relocate  the  grating 
from  the  front  of  the  building  while  maintaining  proper  ventilation. 

3.  The  utility  door  should  become  a full  panel  without  score  lines  and; 

4.  The  decorative  grills  should  be  framed  in  order  to  simplify  the  overall  line  composition  of  the  design. 

There  was  no  public  comment,  and  the  motion  was  unanimously  approved  as  follows. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  Alamo  Square  Stand-Alone  Restroom  contingent  upon  removal  of 
the  horizontal  score  lines  in  the  concrete  and  treating  it  with  a sandblasted  finish,  framing  of  the 
grillwork  and  simplifying  it  to  a basket  weave  pattern,  elimination  of  the  right  upper  louver,  moving 
the  left  louver  farther  away  from  the  restroom  entrance,  addition  of  a louver  on  the  rear  of  the 
building  and  making  the  utility  door  a complete  panel  on  the  right  side  of  the  building. 


4.  Washington  Square  Park  Restroom  Replacement:  Phase  3 

This  item  was  heard  out  of  order  because  it  shares  its  Project  Manager,  Mary  Hobson,  with  the  previous 
agenda  item,  Alamo  Square  Restroom  Project. 

Ms.  Hobson  presented  the  recent  letter  from  the  Historic  Preservation  Commission  (“HPC”)  to  the  Washington 
Square  Park  Restroom  Project.  In  the  letter,  the  HPC  describes  its  terms  for  the  approval  of  the  project.  Ms. 
Hobson  expressed  DPW’s  hope  that  the  Civic  Design  Review  Committee  would  accept  this  compromise  from 
the  HPC,  since  DPW  is  ready  to  go  out  to  bid  on  the  project. 

The  Committee  discussed  its  relationship  with  the  HPC.  Commissioners  expressed  the  urgency  of  codifying 
the  relationship  between  the  two  entities  in  order  to  avoid  future  stalemates. 

The  Committee  decided  to  compromise  on  this  design.,  and  reiterated  the  importance  of  addressing  the 
question  of  jurisdiction  for  future  cases. 

There  was  no  public  comment,  and  the  motion  was  unanimously  approved  as  follows. 
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Motion  to  approve  Phase  3 of  the  Washington  Square  Park  Restroom  Replacement. 

5.  California  Academy  of  Sciences  West  Garden  Cafe  Addition:  Phases  2 and  3 
Mark  Cavagnero,  lead  architect  for  the  project,  presented  the  slides  for  the  California  Academy  of  Sciences 
(“CAS”)  garden  cafe  addition.  He  summarized  the  Committee’s  previous  recommendations  as  well  as 
comments  from  the  CAS  staff.  He  presented  several  changes  to  Phase  1 of  the  project,  including:  blue  glass 
light-diffusing  boxes  for  the  interior  of  the  cafe;  removal  of  the  service  path  for  the  kitchen;  extension  of  the 
paving  for  the  patio  separating  the  cafe  from  the  main  building;  and  small  changes  to  the  windows  and 
retractable  wall  apparatus  for  the  garden  cafe  pavilion.  Mr.  Cavagnero  also  presented  a full  materials  board  for 
the  project.  He  emphasized  the  dialogue  between  his  design  and  Renzo  Piano  Building  Workshop’s  original 
design  for  the  CAS  main  building. 

The  Committee  gave  unanimously  positive  feedback  to  the  design.  They  requested  that  the  new  pavement  be 
aligned  with  the  existing  pavement  of  the  West  Terrace,  that  the  new  pavement  be  set  apart  from  the  existing 
with  gravel  or  a grass  divider,  that  the  tiles  be  edged  in  stainless  steel  and  that  further  attention  be  paid  to  the 
detailing  of  the  southwest  corner  of  the  pavilion  where  the  glass  wall  meets  the  roof. 

There  was  no  public  comment,  and  the  motion  was  unanimously  approved  as  follows. 

Motion  to  approve  Phases  2 and  3 of  the  California  Academy  of  Sciences  West  Garden  Cafe 
Addition,  contingent  upon  submission  of  construction  documents  which  demonstrate  the  following 
changes:  align  the  new  pavement  with  the  existing  pavement  of  the  West  Terrace,  set  the  new 
pavement  apart  from  the  existing  with  a gravel  or  grass  divider,  include  a stainless  steel  edge  on  the 
tiles  and  pay  attention  to  the  detailing  of  the  southwest  corner  where  the  glass  wall  meets  the  roof. 


6.  Moscone  Expansion  Project:  Phase  1 

Mr.  Brooke  Mebrahtu,  project  manager  from  the  Department  of  Public  Works,  explained  that  Moscone  Center 
is  fully  booked  until  2020  and  therefore,  construction  for  its  expansion  must  happen  while  it  is  in  operation.  He 
explained  the  premise  for  the  expansion  of  the  project  as  opposed  to  building  a much  larger  new  facility 
somewhere  else:  clients  who  come  to  Moscone  Center  want  to  be  right  in  the  heart  of  San  Francisco  rather 
than  being  in  a large  facility  on  its  outskirts. 

The  goals  of  the  project  are  to  make  improvements  to  the  Moscone  campus  area  at  the  ground  plane  and 
maximize  the  use  of  the  contiguous  space.  Two  floors  sharing  the  top  floor  will  keep  the  roofline  down.  The 
new  outdoor  room  at  the  point  of  arrival  will  give  visitors  a sens'e  of  entry,  urbanity,  and  street  life  , as  will  the 
expansion  of  the  North  Lobby  edge  as  it  is  brought  closer  to  the  street.  The  street  level  on  the  south  side  will 
be  open  and  transparent,  with  simple  and  clean  lines  and  a 25-foot-high  ceiling,  which  might  be  an  ideal 
location  for  a cocktail  reception. 

Circulation  will  progress  down  through  the  new  opening  in  the  center  of  the  building.  The  design  team  will 
examine  the  area  around  the  building’s  entry  at  the  northern  garden  level.  There  will  be  a new  east  bridge  in 
addition  to  the  existing  west  bridge  that  will  connect  the  project  to  two  large  green  open  spaces.  The  new 
bridge  will  be  approximately  30  feet  wide  with  the  intent  of  giving  the  pedestrian  the  experience  of  being  in  an 
elevated  park,  drawing  inspiration  from  the  High  Line  in  New  York  City.  They  wish  to  keep  the  building  simple  in 
order  to  express  its  ‘bones.’  The  language  of  the  building  will  be  thin  horizontal  lines.  The  project  architect 
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would  like  to  feature  large  digital  canvases  at  the  sidewalk  level  at  Moscone  South  to  be  used  for  a variety  of 
programming  by  the  clients  and  possibly  the  Arts  Commission.  The  Howard  Street  portico  will  be  slightly 
curved  and  will  wrap  around  Howard  Street.  The  building  will  be  characterized  by  lots  of  glass  and  openness. 

Commissioner  Orderiana  asked  the  project  team  if  and  how  they  were  planning  ahead.  Twenty-five  years  from 
now,  what  will  be  the  impact  of  the  building  on  its  surrounding  communities  in  the  South  of  Market 
neighborhood?  What  kind  of  outreach  have  they  done  with  businesses,  neighborhood  groups,  parents,  hotels, 
planning,  et  al.?  The  team  responded  that  they  have  been  quite  vigilant  in  meeting  with  the  diverse  sectors  of 
the  communities  mentioned  by  Commissioner  Orderiana.  They  were  very  clear  that  pedestrian  safety  and 
comfort  is  a significant  concern  to  Moscone  Center. 

Commissioner  Keehn  expressed  excitement  over  the  potential  for  public  art.  She  asked  the  project  team  if 
they  had  thought  of  particular  areas  where  art  might  function  best.  The  team  said  they  preferred  not  to  place  art 
on  the  exterior  walls  of  the  building,  but  they  indicated  interest  in  public  sculpture  and  other  kinds  of  street  art. 

The  Paseo,  plaza  and  west  major  interior  spaces  were  also  mentioned  as  sites  of  great  potential.  The 
Moscone  team  informed  the  Committee  that  the  three  existing  artworks  onsite  (Keith  Haring,  Three  Dancing 
Figures,  the  Globe  and  the  Wishing  Tree)  would  be  stored  and  protected  at  Moscone’s  cost  during 
construction. 

Commissioner  Stryker  commented  that  the  design  is  very  promising.  She  said  that  it  is  difficult  to  create  a 
building  that  is  good  for  the  neighborhood  when  its  agenda  is  inherently  inward-focused.  She  suggested  that 
the  building’s  entry  should  be  truly  welcoming.  She  presented  the  expansion  as  having  potential  design 
opportunities  for  3rd,  4th,  Folsom,  and  Howard  Streets,  particularly  reclaiming  Folsom  Street  and  reducing 
traffic  on  Howard.  She  mentioned  the  central  corridor  plan  possibly  making  Howard  a two-way  street.  She 
urged  the  team  to  create  a design  that  will  bring  light  to  the  pedestrian  level. 

Commissioner  Smith  commented  that  the  schematic,  though  still  in  need  of  work,  is  a great  start  and  covers  all 
bases.  He  approved  of  the  Saarinen-like  clean  design.  He  urged  the  project  team  not  to  lose  sight  of  this 
project  as  a distinctly  San  Francisco  “big-box”  project;  to  remember  to  include  expressions  of  the  city  in  all  its 
contradictions  and  ironies:  big  and  international  but  also  small  and  local.  He  suggested  that  perhaps  there 
could  be  some  low  iron  glass  on  the  fagades,  or  look  into  strong  materials  behind  the  corridor  wall.  He 
suggested  that  they  might  transform  the  bunker-like  quality  of  the  building  by  turning  it  inside  out. 

Commissioner  Smith  reminded  the  project  team  of  the  example  of  Lincoln  Center,  which  never  allows  the 
visitor  to  forget  they  are  in  New  York  City.  He  commented  that  the  bridge  in  the  drawings  looked  too  much  like  a 
continuation  of  the  building;  instead,  he  thought  it  should  differentiate  itself  as  a strong  visual  reference  point. 

He  recommended  that  the  Visitor  Center  should  be  on  the  comer.  He  recommended  that  the  windows  should 
be  operable  to  allow  a connection  between  indoor  and  outdoor  spaces. 

There  was  no  public  comment,  and  the  motion  was  unanimously  approved  as  follows. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  Moscone  Expansion  Project. 

7.  Staff  Report 

There  was  no  staff  report. 
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8 Public  Comment 

There  was  no  further  public  comment. 

9 New  Business  and  Announcements 

There  was  no  new  business  or  announcements. 

10.  Adjournment 

There  being  no  further  business,  the  meeting  was  adjourned  at  7:00  p.m. 
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Language  Accessibility 

Translated  written  materials  and  interpretation  services  are  available  to  you  at  no  cost.  For 
assistance,  please  notify  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager  Jill 
Manton,  415-252-2585,  jill.manton@sfgov.org. 

SD^taSIl.  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design 
Review  Program  Manager  Jill  Manton,  415-252-2585,  jill.manton@sfgov.org. 

Materiales  traducidos  y servicios  de  interpretacion  estan  disponibles  para  usted  de  manera  gratuita.  Para 
asistencia,  notifique  a Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager  Jill  Manton, 
41 5-252-2585,  jill.manton@sfgov.org. 
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1.  Roll  Call 

2.  Candlestick  Point  Streetscape  Master  Plan  and  Signage  Plan:  Phase  1 

Action 

Approximately  one  hour 

This  project  was  not  previously  reviewed. 

Therese  Brekke,  Project  Manager,  Lennar  Urban 

Amabel  Akwa-Asarel,  Assistant  Project  Manager,  Office  of  Community  Investment  and 
Infrastructure 

Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form,  Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  Candlestick  Point  Streetscape 
Master  Plan  and  Signage  Plan. 

3.  Nursery:  Center  for  Sustainable  Gardening,  San  Francisco  Botanical  Garden 
Society:  Phase  3 

Action 

Approximately  1 5 minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  dates: 

9/15/08 

3/16/09 

Elizabeth  Freer,  Project  Manager,  Oppenheim  Lewis,  Inc. 

Laura  Hartman,  Project  Architect,  Femau  & Hartman  Architects 
Terri  McFarland,  Landscape  Architect,  Lutsko  Associates 

Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form.  Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  3 of  the  Nursery:  Center  for 
Sustainable  Gardening. 

4.  Decompression  Plaza:  Conceptual  Review 

Action 

Approximately  20  minutes 

This  project  was  not  previously  reviewed. 


San  Francisco  Arts  Commission  Civic  Design  Review  Committee  Agenda 
Monday,  November  1 8,  2013 


Page  2 of  4 


Carlos  Vasquez,  Project  Manager,  Build  Inc. 

Pfau  Long,  Project  Architect,  Pfau  Long 

Conger  Moss  Guillard  (CMG),  Landscape  Architect,  CMG 

Hannah  Smith,  Up  Urban 

Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form  and  Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  the  Conceptual  Review  phase  of  the 
Decompression  Plaza  project. 

5.  Staff  Report 

Discussion 

Approximately  5 minutes 

Discussion  of  general  approach  to  review  of  area-wide  streetscape  improvement  plans. 

6.  Public  Comment 

(This  item  is  to  allow  members  of  the  public  to  comment  generally  on  matters  within  the 
Committee ’s  purview  as  well  as  to  suggest  new  agenda  items  for  the  Committee ’s 
consideration.) 

7.  New  Business  and  Announcements 

(This  item  is  to  allow  Commissioners  to  introduce  new  agenda  items  for  consideration.) 

8.  Adjournment 
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Notices 

Explanatory  documents  listed  above,  as  well  as  documents  created  or  distributed  after  the  posting 
of  this  agenda  to  the  Arts  Commission  will  be  available  for  public  inspection  and  copying  at  the 
Arts  Commission  office,  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  345,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  during 
regular  business  hours.  Info:  Jill  Manton,  415-252-2585.  PLEASE  NOTE:  The  Arts  Commission 
often  receives  documents  created  or  submitted  by  other  City  officials,  agencies  or  departments 
after  the  posting  of  the  Arts  Commission  agenda.  For  such  documents  or  presentations,  members 
of  the  public  may  wish  to  contact  the  originating  agency  if  they  seek  documents  not  yet  provided 
to  the  Arts  Commission. 

Public  comment  in  regard  to  specific  items  will  be  taken  before  or  during  consideration  of  the 
item. 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are 
prohibited  at  this  meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the 
meeting  of  any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other 
similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 
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In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are 
reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help 
the  City  accommodate  these  individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or 
services,  to  participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Jill  Manton,  415-252-2585,  at  least  48 
hours  before  the  meeting,  except  for  Monday  meetings,  for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the 
previous  Friday. 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative 
action  may  be  required  by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  (San  Francisco  Campaign  and 
Governmental  Conduct  Code  sections  2.100-2.160)  to  register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For 
more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact  the  Ethics  Commission  at  25  Van 
Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  telephone  415/252-3100,  fax  415/252-31 12 
and  http://www.sfethics.org/ethics/2009/12/lobbyist-ordinance-2010.html. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decision  in  full  view  of  the  public. 
Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the 
people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and 
that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people's  review. 

For  information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  (Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco 
Administrative  Code)  or  to  report  a violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  by  mail  Sunshine 
Ordinance  Task  Force,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room  244,  San  Francisco  CA  94102; 
phone  at  (415)  554-7724;  fax  at  (415)  554-7854;  or  by  email  at  sotf@sfgov.org 

Citizens  may  obtain  a free  copy  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  by  printing  Chapter  67  of  the  San 
Francisco  Administrative  Code  on  the  Internet,  at  http://www.sfbos.org/sunshine 
ACCESSIBLE  MEETING  POLICY 

Per  the  American  Disabilities  Act  and  the  Language  Access  Ordinance,  Chinese,  Spanish,  and/or 
American  Sign  Language  interpreters  will  be  available  upon  request.  Additionally,  every  effort 
will  be  made  to  provide  a sound  enhancement  system,  meeting  materials  in  alternative  formats, 
and/or  a reader.  Minutes  may  be  translated  after  they  have  been  adopted  by  the  Commission.  For 
all  these  requests,  please  contact  Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design 
Review  Program  Manager,  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting  at  415-252-2585.  Late  requests 
will  be  honored  if  possible.  The  hearing  room  is  wheelchair  accessible. 
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415-252-2585  [r]  Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special  Projects  and 
Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager 

mm o mimmton*,  ra0 


POLITICA  DE  ACCESO  A LA  REUNION 

De  acuerdo  con  la  Ley  sobre  Estadounidenses  con  Discapacidades  (American  Disabilities  Act)  y 
la  Ordenanza  de  Acceso  a Idiomas  (Language  Access  Ordinance)  interpretes  de  chino,  espanol,  y 
lenguaje  de  senas  estaran  disponibles  de  ser  requeridos.  En  adicion,  se  hara  todo  el  esfuerzo 
posible  para  proveer  un  sistema  mejoramiento  de  sonido,  materiales  de  la  reunion  en  formatos 
altemativos,  y/o  proveer  un  leedor.  Las  minutas  podran  ser  traducidas  luego  de  ser  aprobadas  por 
la  Comision.  Para  solicitar  estos  servicios,  favor  contactar  a Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special 
Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager,  por  lo  menos  48  horas  antes  de  la  reunion 
al  415-252-2585.  Las  solicitudes  tardias  seran  consideradas  de  ser  posible.  La  sala  de  audiencia 
es  accesible  a silla  de  ruedas. 
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November  18,  2013 

Civic  Design  Review  Committee  - November  1 8,  201 3 

MEETING  OF  THE  CIVIC  DESIGN  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 
OF  THE  SAN  FRANCISCO  ARTS  COMMISSION 

Monday,  November  18,  2013 
3:00  p.m. 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  70 


Minutes 


Committee  Chair  Cass  Calder  Smith  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  3:15  p.m. 


1 . Roll  Call 

Commissioners  Present 

Cass  Calder  Smith 
Leo  Chow 
Roberto  Orderiana 
Kimberlee  Stryker 

Commissioners  Absent 

Dorka  Keehn 


Staff  Present 

Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Public  Art  Trust  and  Special  Initiatives 
Sharon  Page  Ritchie,  Commission  Secretary 
Matt  Pearson,  Civic  Design  Review  Intern 


GOVERNMENT 
DOCUMENTS  DEPT 

MAR  2 2 2016 

SAN  FRANCISCO 
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2.  Candlestick  Point  Streetscape  Master  Plan  and  Signage  Plan:  Phase  1 

Therese  Brekke,  Project  Manager  from  Lennar  Urban,  introduced  the  plans  with  some  background  on  the 
project.  Evan  Rose,  Principle  Urban  Designer  of  Urban  Design  Plus,  led  the  slide  presentation.  Amabel 
Akwa-Asarel  from  the  Office  of  Community  Investment  and  Infrastructure  introduced  herself. 

Mr.  Rose  led  an  overview  of  the  history  of  the  Candlestick  Point  neighborhoods  and  their  current  geography. 
Then  he  presented  the  early  design  drawings  for  a palette  of  streetscape  features,  including  streetlights,  news 
boxes,  trash  receptacles,  signage,  sidewalk  pavers,  et  al.  He  explained  that  the  goal  was  to  create  a suite  of 
aesthetically-related  streetscape  elements  to  be  deployed  and  combined  for  specific  conditions:  specific 
combinations  for  specific  residential  or  commercial  thoroughfares. 
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Commissioner  Stryker  commented  that  the  project  is  on  a huge  scale,  much  larger  than  most  projects  that 
come  before  the  Committee.  She  expressed  concern  that,  without  details  such  as  drawings  of  specific  building 
massings  on  specific  blocks,  the  Committee  would  be  unable  to  critique  the  conceptual  project. 

Commissioner  Chow  recommended  that  the  project  team  develop  drawings  of  street  types  that  more  clearly 
delineate  the  middle  scale  of  tree  and  building  size.  This  would  allow  the  Committee  to  get  a better  read  on 
whether  or  not  the  street  features  are  appropriate  for  the  conditions  of  both  the  specific  neighborhood 
character  and  the  given  street  type. 

Commissioner  Smith  recommended  approving  Phase  1 based  on  the  framework  that  the  project  team 
presented,  but  with  the  expectation  that,  rather  than  a traditional  Phase  2 design  development,  the  project  team 
would  develop  schematic  drawings  that  give  a greater  sense  of  specific  views,  buildings  and  streets  and  the 
ways  in  which  specific  elements  such  as  trees,  signage,  street  furniture  and  paving  would  be  integrated  within 
that  context.  Commissioners  Chow  and  Stryker  expressed  their  concern  about  approving  Phase  1 given  the 
lack  of  detailed  design  information  in  this  presentation. 

After  some  discussion,  Commissioner  Smith  proposed  that  the  Civic  Design  Review  hold  off  on  approving 
Phase  1 of  the  project  and  instead  approve  the  project  conceptually.  On  a future  date,  following  more 
progress,  the  project  team  will  come  back  before  the  Review  for  a proper  Phase  1 review. 

The  meeting  moved  forward  as  a Conceptual  Review. 

Commissioner  Smith  raised  a concern  over  the  visioning  and  design  of  the  bus  rapid  transit  elements  in  the 
neighborhood.  He  recommended  paying  extra  attention  to  this  important  street  element.  He  also 
recommended  making  neighborhood  distinctions  clearer  and  emphasized  the  importance  of  built  structures 
such  as  transit  shelters  as  defining  elements. 

Commissioner  Stryker  recommended  reconsidering  tree  choices,  particularly  the  redwood  and  magnolia  trees. 
She  expressed  concern  that  the  redwood  trees  were  too  large  and  not  necessarily  in  step  with  the  character  of 
the  neighborhood.  She  also  said  Candlestick  Point  might  be  too  windy  for  magnolias.  She  mentioned  that  the 
project  team  should  study  the  soil  quality,  particularly  of  the  infill  soil,  to  be  aware  of  factors  such  as  toxicity  and 
salinity.  She  said  the  tree  pits  should  be  the  same  width  as  or  longer  than  the  rain  garden  planter  widths.  She 
told  the  project  team  to  be  careful  about  creating  powerful  wind  corridors  with  tree  plantings.  She 
recommended  clustering  street  furniture  rather  than  spacing  them  out  evenly  down  streetscapes.  She  told  the 
project  team  to  draw  in  signage  and  proposed  truncated  dome  structures  for  future  drawings.  Finally,  she 
stressed  the  need  for  a lighting  plan  for  the  pedestrian  zones  in  addition  to  street  lighting. 

Commissioner  Chow  raised  concern  over  the  drainage  problems  associated  with  Cor-Ten  steel  structures. 
They  tend  to  stain  surrounding  areas  when  water  runs  off  them,  so  they  will  need  to  be  surrounded  by  drains. 

He  also  stressed  that  utility  boxes  should  be  kept  out  of  the  public  right  of  way  and  perhaps  the  team  should 
lobby  to  move  them  inside  buildings.  He  recommended  that  loading  and  unloading  for  bus  rapid  transit  should 
be  carefully  considered  and  articulated  to  meet  the  standards  of  a grand,  coherent  boulevard.  Finally,  he 
recommended  rendering  all  forms  of  signage  so  that  they  become  fully  incorporated  into  the  overall 
expression  and  identity  of  the  area. 
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Commissioner  Ordenana  raised  a point  of  process,  stating  on  the  public  record  that  he  deliberately  did  not 
participate  in  the  discussion  of  this  agenda  item  due  to  a possible  conflict  of  interest.  Lennar  Urban,  the  lead 
firm  on  the  project,  is  a financial  supporter  of  the  Commissioner’s  employer,  the  San  Francisco  LGBT  Center 
He  will  not  participate  in  this  or  any  future  motions  on  this  project. 

Public  Comment: 

A speaker  requested  that  future  workshops  be  made  available  to  more  members  of  the  Candlestick  Point 
neighborhood.  He  also  expressed  concern  that  the  parks  become  privatized,  and  recommended  all  parks  be 
publicly  accessible.  He  recommended  the  project  team  hire  an  arborist  to  help  with  tree  choices. 

There  was  no  further  public  comment. 

Commissioner  Smith  proposed  the  following  motion,  which  was  unanimously  approved. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  Candlestick  Point  Streetscape  Master  Plan  and  Signage  Plan  on  a 
conceptual  basis,  on  the  condition  that  additional  workshops  be  scheduled  to  review  each 
component  of  the  plan  in  greater  detail  in  the  context  of  proposed  or  suggested  building  massing. 

Motion:  Commissioner  Smith 
Second:  Commissioner  Stryker 


3.  Nursery:  Center  for  Sustainable  Gardening,  San  Francisco  Botanical  Garden  Society:  Phase  3 

Ms.  Manton  announced  that  since  previous  phases  of  this  project  came  before  a different  group  of  Civic 
Design  Review  Commissioners— Phase  1 review  was  in  September  2008,  Phase  2 review  in  March 
2009— she  requested  that  the  project  team  provide  a brief  overview  of  the  overall  conceptual  framework  for 
the  project. 

Project  Architect  Laura  Hartman  from  Femau  & Hartman  Architects  introduced  the  project.  The  project  is 
sponsored  by  the  San  Francisco  Botanical  Garden,  who  will  give  it  to  the  City  as  a gift  in  place. 

To  demonstrate  changes  to  the  project,  Ms.  Hartman  presented  the  current  site  plan  and  the  previous  Phase  2 
site  plan  side-by-side.  Following  a meeting  with  the  Mayor’s  Office  on  Disability,  the  accessible  path  was  made 
clearer.  Four  small  rainwater  collection  cisterns  were  consolidated  into  three  larger  ones,  and  the  bike  racks 
were  moved  from  the  west  side  of  the  site  to  the  parking  area.  For  onsite  energy  generation,  photovoltaic  cells 
on  the  roof  replaced  a wood-fired  boiler. 

Ms.  Hartman  presented  one  more  recent  and  important  change:  the  team’s  proposal  to  replace  a retaining  wall 
and  a bioswale  on  the  limit  of  the  northwestern  growing  grounds  with  a planted  slope  in  the  style  of  Franciscan 
dunes  that  originally  populated  the  area.  The  new  proposal  hides  the  site  fencing  and  makes  the  view  of  the 
site  from  Martin  Luther  King  Boulevard  more  appealing. 

Public  Comment: 

Mr.  Harry  Parisen  raised  concern  that  there  have  been  no  meetings  with  the  public  about  this  project.  He  was 
critical  of  the  project  because  the  use  of  public  funds  and  water  is  too  high  given  that  the  San  Francisco 
Botanical  Society  is  a private  entity. 


3/22/2016  10:09  AM 


November  18,  2013  | San  Francisco  Arts  Commission 


http : / /sfgov.  org/arts/civic-design-review-committee/meeting/20 1 33 

Mr.  Howard  Shryock  said  that  the  San  Francisco  Botanical  Garden  Society  does  not  have  the  support  of  the 
public.  He  was  critical  of  the  decision  to  charge  non-residents  of  San  Francisco  for  entry  into  the  gardens. 

Mr.  Abraham  Isaac  Silenso  said  the  structure  will  destroy  the  habitat  of  the  wildlife  that  lives  there. 

There  was  no  further  public  comment,  and  the  following  motion  was  unanimously  approved. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  3 of  the  Nursery:  Center  for  Sustainable  Gardening  at  the  San  Francisco 
Botanical  Garden. 

Motion:  Commissioner  Stryker 
Second:  Commissioner  Chow 


4.  Decompression  Plaza:  Conceptual  Review 

Michael  Yame  from  Build  Inc  and  Up  Urban  and  Chris  Guillard  from  CMG  Landscape  Architecture  presented 
the  Conceptual  Phase  of  the  Decompression  Plaza  Project  The  site  is  located  at  the  dead  end  of  19th  Street, 
near  the  intersection  of  Indiana  Avenue.  The  project  proposes  to  close  the  dead-end  street  to  traffic  to  create 
a public  space.  A cinderblock  building  built  in  1 978  will  be  demolished  to  create  room  for  the  space. 

The  project  proposes  a hardscape  plaza,  a five-story,  mixed-use  rental  building  with  ground  floor  cafe,  and 
landscape  enhancements  to  nearby  greenspace  owned  by  CalTrain.  Mr.  Yame  described  proposal  as  a “third 
space,”  a public-private  space  that  includes  the  stewardship  of  the  proposed  adjacent  cafe,  but  is  open  to  the 
public  as  a meeting  space  and  outdoor  art  gallery.  He  cited  the  DeYoung  outdoor  cafe  space  and  Precita  Park 
near  the  Precita  Park  Cafe  as  models  for  the  project. 

Mr.  Yame  laid  out  the  proposed  schedule  for  the  early  phases  of  the  project.  Pending  conceptual  approval  by 
the  Civic  Design  Review  Committee,  schematic  designs  would  be  finalized  in  December,  and  the  project  would 
again  come  before  this  Committee  for  Phase  1 approval  in  January  2014.  Construction  on  the  mixed-use 
building  would  begin  in  July  201 4,  the  plaza  construction  would  begin  August  201 5,  and  the  project  would  be 
complete  in  February  2016. 

Commissioner  Chow  encouraged  the  project  team  to  try  to  manage  the  demands  of  the  various  City  agencies 
in  order  to  maintain  the  plaza’s  “blank  canvas”  quality  that  will  encourage  creative  use  by  diverse  parties. 

Ms.  Manton  advised  the  project  team  to  establish  a core  management  team  to  provide  funding  and  support 
while  seeking  out  a wider  variety  of  partners. 

Commissioner  Chow  suggested  partnering  with  both  local  and  national  organizations  to  develop  and  program 
the  site. 

Commissioner  Orderiana  asked  what  the  project  team  was  hearing  from  the  community  and  how  it  has  affected 
the  design.  Mr.  Yame  said  that  community  members  were  eager  for  the  project  to  incorporate  itself  into  the 
fabric  of  the  neighborhood.  He  mentioned  that  the  relationship  of  the  building  to  the  plaza  was  designed  to 
combine  public  and  private  space  in  order  to  connect  the  building  to  the  street.  He  also  mentioned  that  ongoing 
partnership  with  local  artists  would  allow  dialogue  to  continue  during  the  life  of  the  project. 
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The  Committee  was  very  excited  about  the  potential  transformation  of  an  unused  urban  space  into  a hub  of 
activity  with  art  as  its  focus.  The  Committee  was  also  supportive  of  the  current  design’s  openness  and  flexibility 
for  a variety  of  events,  activities  and  community  uses.  One  commissioner  stated  that  this  project  exemplifies  a 
new  more  generous  and  community  minded  approach  to  design  in  San  Francisco  and  said  that  this  is  exactly 
what  is  most  needed  in  the  city.  There  was  consensus  among  the  Committee  members  that  this  type  of 
project,  in  which  new  development  truly  engages,  involves  and  welcomes  the  neighborhood,  is  a smart  way  to 
create  successful  urban  spaces  that  function  as  kind  of  a town  commons  for  the  community  to  interact  and 
engage  with  one  another.  The  Committee  stated  that  they  would  like  to  see  more  developers  taking  this 
approach  to  civic  design,  contributing  in  an  innovative,  positive  and  generous  way  to  the  public  realm. 


5.  Staff  Report 

There  was  no  staff  report. 

6.  Public  Comment 

There  was  no  further  public  comment. 

7.  New  Business  and  Announcements 

There  was  no  new  business  or  announcements. 

8.  Adjournment 

There  being  no  further  business,  the  meeting  was  adjourned  at  6:09  p.m. 
spr  1/6/14 


Language  Accessibility 

Translated  written  materials  and  interpretation  services  are  available  to  you  at  no  cost.  For 
assistance,  please  notify  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager  Jill 
Manton,  415-252-2585,  jill.manton@sfgov.org. 

$ nHI&U],  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design 
Review  Program  Manager  Jill  Manton,  415-252-2585,  jill.manton@sfgov.org. 

Materiales  traducidos  y servicios  de  interpretacion  estan  disponibles  para  usted  de  manera  gratuita.  Para 
asistencia,  notifique  a Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager  Jill  Manton, 
41 5-252-2585,  jill.manton@sfgov.org. 
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SAN  FRANCISCO 

1.  Roll  Call  PUBLIC  LIBRARY 

2.  San  Francisco  International  Airport  Terminal  3 East  Improvements  Project: 

Phase  2 

Action 

Approximately  50  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  6/17/13. 

Judi  Mosqueda,  Project  Manager,  SFO  Design  and  Construction 
Gary  Brandau  and  Terence  Young,  Project  Architects,  Gensler 
David  Promer,  Hensel  Phelps  Construction  Co. 

Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form,  Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  2 of  the  San  Francisco  International 
Airport  Terminal  3 East  Improvements  Project. 

3.  Glen  Canyon  Recreation  Center:  Phase  1 

Action 

Approximately  45  minutes 

This  project  was  not  previously  reviewed. 

Karen  Mauney-Brodek,  Project  Manager,  Recreation  and  Park  Department 
Edmund  Shum,  Project  Architect,  Department  of  Public  Works 
Paul  De  Freitas,  Project  Designer 
Koa  Pickering,  Project  Landscape  Architect 

Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form,  Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  Glen  Canyon  Recreation 
Center. 

4.  Staff  Report 

Discussion 

Approximately  20  minutes 

Report  on  Streetscape  Master  Plans,  additional  informal  work  sessions  for  specific 
projects,  recent  staff  presentation  at  the  Architectural  Review  Committee  of  the  Historic 
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Preservation  Commission,  proposal  for  memorandum  of  understanding  with  San 
Francisco  International  Airport  regarding  design/build  projects  and  their  interface  with 
Civic  Design  Review,  and  completed  image  of  Mission  Dolores  Historic  Plaque. 

Explanatory  document:  Mission  Dolores  Historic  Plaque 

5.  Public  Comment 

(This  item  is  to  allow  members  of  the  public  to  comment  generally  on  matters  within  the 
Committee ’s  purview  as  well  as  to  suggest  new  agenda  items  for  the  Committee ’s 
consideration.) 

6.  New  Business  and  Announcements 

(This  item  is  to  allow  Commissioners  to  introduce  new  agenda  items  for  consideration.) 

1.  Adjournment 


spr  12/11/13 

Notices 

Explanatory  documents  listed  above,  as  well  as  documents  created  or  distributed  after  the  posting 
of  this  agenda  to  the  Arts  Commission  will  be  available  for  public  inspection  and  copying  at  the 
Arts  Commission  office,  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  345,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  during 
regular  business  hours.  Info:  Jill  Manton,  415-252-2585.  PLEASE  NOTE:  The  Arts  Commission 
often  receives  documents  created  or  submitted  by  other  City  officials,  agencies  or  departments 
after  the  posting  of  the  Arts  Commission  agenda.  For  such  documents  or  presentations,  members 
of  the  public  may  wish  to  contact  the  originating  agency  if  they  seek  documents  not  yet  provided 
to  the  Arts  Commission. 

Public  comment  in  regard  to  specific  items  will  be  taken  before  or  during  consideration  of  the 
item. 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are 
prohibited  at  this  meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the 
meeting  of  any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other 
similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are 
reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help 
the  City  accommodate  these  individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or 
services,  to  participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Jill  Manton,  415-252-2585,  at  least  48 
hours  before  the  meeting,  except  for  Monday  meetings,  for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the 
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previous  Friday. 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative 
action  may  be  required  by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  (San  Francisco  Campaign  and 
Governmental  Conduct  Code  sections  2.100-2.160)  to  register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For 
more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact  the  Ethics  Commission  at  25  Van 
Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  telephone  415/252-3100,  fax  415/252-31 12 
and  http://www.sfethics.org/ethics/2009/12/lobbyist-ordinance-2010.html. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
Government's  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decision  in  full  view  of  the  public. 
Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the 
people's  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and 
that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people's  review. 

For  information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  (Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco 
Administrative  Code)  or  to  report  a violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  by  mail  Sunshine 
Ordinance  Task  Force,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room  244,  San  Francisco  CA  94102; 
phone  at  (415)  554-7724;  fax  at  (415)  554-7854;  or  by  email  at  sotf@sfgov.org 

Citizens  may  obtain  a free  copy  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  by  printing  Chapter  67  of  the  San 
Francisco  Administrative  Code  on  the  Internet,  at  http://www.sfbos.org/sunshine 
ACCESSIBLE  MEETING  POLICY 

Per  the  American  Disabilities  Act  and  the  Language  Access  Ordinance,  Chinese,  Spanish,  and/or 
American  Sign  Language  interpreters  will  be  available  upon  request.  Additionally,  every  effort 
will  be  made  to  provide  a sound  enhancement  system,  meeting  materials  in  alternative  formats, 
and/or  a reader.  Minutes  may  be  translated  after  they  have  been  adopted  by  the  Commission.  For 
all  these  requests,  please  contact  Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design 
Review  Program  Manager,  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting  at  415-252-2585.  Late  requests 
will  be  honored  if  possible.  The  hearing  room  is  wheelchair  accessible. 


mm.  ihw*s»# 

415-252-2585  [r]  Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special  Projects  and 
Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager 


POLITICA  DE  ACCESO  A LA  REUNION 
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De  acuerdo  con  la  Ley  sobre  Estadounidenses  con  Discapacidades  (American  Disabilities  Act)  y 
la  Ordenanza  de  Acceso  a Idiomas  (Language  Access  Ordinance)  interpretes  de  chino,  espanol,  y 
lenguaje  de  senas  estaran  disponibles  de  ser  requeridos.  En  adicion,  se  hara  todo  el  esfuerzo 
posible  para  proveer  un  sistema  mejoramiento  de  sonido,  materiales  de  la  reunion  en  formatos 
alternatives,  y/o  proveer  un  leedor.  Las  minutas  podran  ser  traducidas  luego  de  ser  aprobadas  por 
la  Comision.  Para  solicitar  estos  servicios,  favor  contactar  a Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special 
Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager,  por  lo  menos  48  horas  antes  de  la  reunion 
al  415-252-2585.  Las  solicitudes  tardias  seran  consideradas  de  ser  posible.  La  sala  de  audiencia 
es  accesible  a silla  de  ruedas. 


MEETING  OF  THE  CIVIC  DESIGN  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 
OF  THE  SAN  FRANCISCO  ARTS  COMMISSION 

Monday,  December  16,  2013 

3:00  p.m. 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  70 


Minutes 


Committee  Chair  Cass  Calder  Smith  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  3:1 5 p.m. 


1.  Roll  Call 

Commissioners  Present 

Cass  Calder  Smith 
Leo  Chow 
? Dorka  Keehn 
Roberto  Ordenana 
Kimberlee  Stryker 
Commissioners  Absent 
None 


2. 


Staff  Present 

Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Public  Art  Trust  and  Special  Initiatives 
Sharon  Page  Ritchie,  Commission  Secretary 
Matt  Pearson,  Civic  Design  Review  Intern 
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San  Francisco  International  Airport  Terminal  3 East  Improvements  Project:  Phase  2 

Judi  Mosqueda,  Project  Manager,  SFO  Design  and  Construction 
Claudia  Luquin,  SFO  Project  Manager 

GaryBrandau  and  Terence  Young,  Project  Architects,  Gensler 
David  Promerand  Greg  Shimizu  , Hensel  Phelps  Construction  Co. 

The  design  team  presented  their  project,  including  the  airport-wide  Revenue  Enhancement  and  Customer  Hospitality 
(“REACH”),  the  priority  of  the  user/passenger  experience,  and  goals  regarding  customer  satisfaction.  Noting  the 
success  ofTerminal  2,  theydiscussed  internal  and  external  design  standards  intended  to  guide  all  ofthe  designers, 
builders  and  concessionaires  in  working  with  the  same  values. 


The  team  pointed  out  changes  since  the  previous  presentation,  including  a penthouse  on  the  roof  to  house 
equipment.  They  noted  that  because  the  airport  has  to  remain  in  operation,  the  terminal  can’t  be  decommissioned 
and  rebuilt  to  house  the  new  equipment  in  the  basement.  The  team  also  explained  that  the  entire  terminal  will  be 
rebuilt  in  a few  years,  and  they  didn’t  want  to  make  a design  statement  so  distinctive  that  it  would  impact  the  options 
for  the  future  design  ofthe  terminal. 

The  team  also  reviewed  a few  design  variations  for  the  boarding  bridge,  and  the  “back-of-house"  tenant  areas. 


In  response  to  a question  from  Commissioner  Smith,  the  team  explaihed  thatthe  penthouse  was  keptto  as  small  a 


footprint  as  possible  to  maximize  the  area  for  photovoltaic  panels. 


The  Committee  agreed  that  the  penthouse  was  so  big  that  it  was  almost  like  an  awkward  third  story.  Acknowledging 
that  it  was  intended  as  a temporary  solution,  theyasked  for  better  integration  of  the  design,  and  an  idea  for  the 
addition  rather  than  a decorated  box. 

The  Committee  preferred  the  design  with  the  exterior  bezel,  requesting  thatthe  bezel  be  extended  to  the  end  of  the 
wall  rather  than  ending  where  the  floor  level  changes  in  the  interior. 

Asked  about  other  options,  the  team  presented  different  treatments  theyhad  considered,  including  gradients  ofthe 
painted  finish,  or  ofthe  perforations  in  the  screen.  The  team  also  pointed  out  the  difference  between  daytime  and 
nighttime  views  ofthe  building,  and  landside  and  airside  views.  The  Committee  preferred  the  alternative  penthouse 
design  as  less  like  a building  on  top  of  a building,  and  they  requested  further  development  ofthe  design  to  create  a 
gradient  appearance,  and  possibly  opening  up  the  corner. 

There  was  no  public  comment,  and  the  motion  was  unanimouslyapproved,  as  follows: 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  2 of  the  San  Francisco  International  Airport  Terminal  3 East  Improvements  Project,  with 
the  conditions  of  eliminating  the  number  and  further  development  of  the  penthouse  design. 


3.  Glen  Canyon  Recreation  Center:  Phase  1 

Karen  Mauney-Brodek,  Project  Manager,  Recreation  and  Park  Department 

Edmund  Shum,  Project  Architect,  Department  of  Public  Works 

Paul  De  Freitas,  Project  Designer 

Koa  Pickering,  Project  Landscape  Architect 

The  team  introduced  the  project,  a renovation  ofthe  recreation  center,  the  main  civic  asset  in  the  park.  They  explained 
that  funding  dictated  doing  the  project  in  several  steps  rather  than  all  at  once.  They  described  the  site,  and  the 
existing  structure,  a 1937  WPA  project  by  William  Merchant.  This  was  the  first  major  recreation  center,  and  it  is  a 
qualified  historical  resource.  The  intention  is  to  fully  restore  the  existing  architecture  and  to  make  the  new  additions 
contemporary.  They  began  with  an  overall  idea  of  expansion  and  developed  the  design  in  response  to  the 
community’s  expressed  needs;  one  wing  is  for  education,  and  the  other  multipurpose,  with  the  auditorium  dedicated 
to  comm  unity  events. 

The  team  noted  that  while  the  structure  has  many  notable  features,  it  also  has  significant  issues,  including  water 
intrusion.  The  structure  stands  in  a flood  plain  with  a culverted  creek,  which  the  team  hopes  to  see  daylighted.  The 
education  wing  is  open  to  views  ofthe  canyon  and  its  wildlife,  and  the  plan  calls  for  converting  the  annex,  currently 
holding  restrooms  and  offices,  to  a teaching  kitchen  paired  with  a culinary  garden.  Other  new  features  include  new 
bleachers  and  a rock-climbing  wall. 

The  team  pointed  out  the  substantial  visibility  of  the  top  ofthe  building,  and  a concern  with  preventing  people 
climbing  on  the  roof.  The  canyon  covers  65  acres,  with  onlyaboutsixacres  developed,  and  the  team  wanted  to 
develop  a restrained  landscape  forthe  building,  allowing  it  to  read  againstthe  wilder  forested  areas. 

The  team  reported  thatthe  Planning  Commission  discussed  the  project  at  length,  and  reallyliked  the  articulation  of 
solid  and  glazed  areas,  preferring  some  solid  elements  flanking  the  entry,  and  theyliked  the  height  difference 
between  the  new  and  existing  elements. 


i In  response  to  a question  from  Commissioner  Ordenana  about  activities,  the  team  replied  thatthe  gym  is  currently 

l used  on  a drop-in  basis.  Classes,  including  climbing  classes  are  really  popular,  although  the  City  now  spends 

< moneyto  take  people  to  a climbing  facility;  this  will  be  the  first  City-owned  climbing  facility. 

j 

Commissioner  Smith  liked  thatthe  team  had  brought  the  best  element,  Douglas  fir,  from  the  interior  to  the  exterior  of 
the  structure;  the  team  responded  that  while  they  would  like  to  use  genuine  wood  for  the  exterior,  Recreation  and 
Parks  staff  expressed  concern  about  maintenance  costs,  so  the  team  was  looking  at  porcelain  wood  or  Resysta; 
Commissioner  Chow  cautioned  against  a too-high-tech  material  that  would  seem  alien  to  the  structure. 

The  Committee  suggested  modifying  the  slope  to  avoid  the  need  for  ramps  and  steps,  simplifying  the  design,  and 
discussed  changes  to  restrooms,  perhaps  adding  motion  sensor  lights  to  make  it  evident  when  someone  is  there. 

Commissioner  Smith  suggested  thatthe  end  wall  should  either  have  the  same  material  as  the  long  wall,  or  else  it 
should  be  a retaining  wall. 

In  discussing  the  windows,  Commissioner  Chow  asked  about  protecting  the  interior  from  ball  playoutside. 

j Commissioner  Stryker  asked  about  the  impact  of  daylighting  the  creek  on  the  meadow;  the  team  replied  that  it  is  now 
largely  mud,  used  informally,  often  by  people  playing  with  dogs.  Commissioner  Stryker  urged  the  team  to  work 
carefully  on  the  transition,  noting  thatthe  site  plan  is  about  the  building  in  the  meadow.  She  also  suggested  pulling 
the  pathway  farther  away  from  the  fence  and  including  “hostile”  plantings,  such  as  rosa  rugosa,  along  with  a 
groundcover  strip. 

Commissioner  Chow  thought  the  design  was  coming  along  nicely,  and  had  comments  on  small  items.  On  the  north 
side,  he  suggested  continuing  the  fascia  across  the  trellised  area  and  eliminating  the  column.  He  asked  about 
planting  against  the  building,  whether  a simple  strong  line  of  trees  might  help  to  define  the  space,  setting  off  the 
rambling  building  againstthe  rambling  canyon. 

Commissioner  Chow  suggested  eliminating  the  canopy  on  the  deck  fora  cleaner  design,  and  increasing  the  size  of 
the  canopy  at  the  front  entry. 

There  was  no  public  comment,  and  the  following  motion  was  unanimously  approved. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  Glen  Canyon  Recreation  Center,  with  the  conditions  of  landscaping  against  the 
fence  to  keep  people  off  the  roof,  making  the  upper  windows  at  the  rear  of  the  building  clear  glass  without 
columns  or  mullions,  relocating  the  entrances  of  the  restrooms  to  the  side  of  the  building,  and  eliminating 
canopies  except  at  the  main  entry. 

Commissioner  Ordenana  left  the  meeting  at  5:1 5 p.m. 

4.  Staff  Report 

Ms.  Manton  reported  that  she  would  be  working  with  Civic  Design  Review  Extern  Matt  Pearson  on  revising  Civic 
Design  Review  streetscape  guidelines  as  to  what  presenters  should  show,  and  asked  the  Committee  for  suggested 
changes.  She  proposed  including  anticipated  vertical  massing,  view  corridors  (including  bay  views),  tree  plans, 
signage  plans  and  street  furniture. 

Commissioner  Chow  thought  it  importantto  show  how  various  elements  would  relate  to  one  another.  Commissioner 
Stryker  thought  it  important  to  be  clear  about  functions:  hospital,  residential  and  commercial  uses  all  have  different 


needs  and  different  impacts  on  the  streetscape.  She  also  suggested  some  unprogrammed  space  for  pop-ups. 

Commissioner  Chow  suggested  that  Phase  2 should  show  a block,  indicating  how  the  guidelines  are  being  used. 

The  Committee  discussed  the  fact  that  some  projects  are  subject  to  review  both  bythe  Arts  Commission  and  the 
Historic  Preservation  Commission,  and  the  possibility  of  holding  some  joint  sessions,  and  whether  historic  review 
should  take  place  earlier  in  the  design  process.  She  proposed  to  add  a question  about  landmark  status  and  historic 
district  location  in  the  Civic  Design  Request  for  Review  form  .Commissioner  Keehn  asked  about  Transbay  Park;  Ms. 
Manton  reported  that  Public  Art  staff  was  working  with  the  developer,  who  had  expressed  interest  in  contributing 
toward  public  programming  in  his  glass  room. 

There  was  no  public  comment. 


5.  Public  Comment 

There  was  no  further  public  comment. 

6.  New  Business  and  Announcements 

There  was  no  new  business  or  announcements. 

7.  Adjournment 

There  being  no  further  business,  the  meeting  was  adjourned  at  6:09  p.m . 
spr  2/28/14 


Language  Accessibility 

Translated  written  materials  and  interpretation  services  are  available  to  you  at  no  cost.  For  assistance, 
please  notify  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager  Jill  Manton,  415-252- 
2585,  jill.  manton@sfgov.org. 

ImWi'bm®]’  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review 
Program  Manager  Jill  Manton,  41 5-252-2585, jill. manton@sfgov.org. 

Materiales  traducidos  yservicios  de  interpretation  estan  disponibles  para  usted  de  manera  gratuita.  Para 
asistencia,  notifique  a Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager  Jill  Manton,  415-252- 

2585,jill. manton@sfgov.org. 


SAN  FRANCISCO  ARTS  COMMISSION 
CIVIC  DESIGN  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 


Monday,  January  13,  2014 

3:00  p.m. 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  70  vtn.i'v  i 

v 

Agenda 


7c\3 

► i 

/ 1 V'  1 


JAN  - 9 2014 

1.  Roll  Call 

% 

2.  ESER  1 Neighborhood  Fire  Station  #16:  Phase  3 

Action 

Approximately  20  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  dates:  10/15/12,  1 1/19/12, 

1/14/13,  8/19/13. 

Gabriella  Judd  Cirelli,  Project  Manager,  DPW  Design  & Construction 
Paul  de  Freitas,  Project  Architect,  DPW  Design  & Construction 

Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form,  Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  3 of  the  ESER  1 Neighborhood  Fire 
Station  #16. 


3.  Burrows  Streetscape  Furniture  Design:  Phases  1 and  2 

Action 

Approximately  30  minutes 

This  project  was  not  previously  reviewed. 

Garrett  Jacobs,  Project  Manager,  Architecture  for  Humanity 
Matthew  Passmore,  Project  Designer 

Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form.  Plan  Drawings,  Street  View 
Illustration 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phases  1 and  2 of  the  Burrows  Streetscape 
Furniture  Design  Project. 

4.  Dogpatch  Arts  Plaza:  Phase  1 

Action 

Approximately  30  minutes 

This  project  had  an  informational  review  on  1 1/18/13,  when  it  was  called 
“Decompression  Plaza.” 

Hannah  Smith,  Project  Manager,  UpUrban 

Peter  Pfau,  Project  Architect  for  650  Indiana,  Pfau  Long 
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Conger  Moss  Guillard,  Project  Landscape  Architect 

Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form,  Presentation  Part  1 . Presentation 
Part  2 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  Dogpatch  Arts  Plaza. 

5.  Alamo  Square  Restroom  Replacement  Project:  Phase  2 

Action 

Approximately  45  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  10/21/13. 

Mary  Hobson,  Project  Manager,  Recreation  and  Park  Department 
Alejandro  Pimental,  Project  Architect,  DPW,  Design  and  Construction 
Jasmine  Kaw,  Project  Landscape  Architect,  DPW,  Design  and  Construction 

Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form,  Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  2 of  the  Alamo  Square  Restroom 
Project. 

6.  San  Francisco  Groundwater  Supply  Well  Stations:  Phase  3 

Action 

Approximately  1 5 minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  dates:  10/19/09,  2/08/10, 
10/18/10.  11/19/12. 

Jeff  Gilman,  Project  Manager,  SFPUC 

Edmund  Shum,  Project  Architect,  DPW,  Design  and  construction 
David  Froehlich,  Landscape  Architect,  DPW,  Design  and  Construction 

Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form,  Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  3 of  the  San  Francisco  Groundwater 
Supply  Well  Stations. 

7.  Staff  Report 

Discussion 

Approximately  5 minutes 

Reminder  about  February  10  meeting  of  the  Civic  Design  Review  Committee  due  to 
holiday;  Arts  Commission  staff  requested  to  assist  in  making  suggestions,  including 
structure,  guidelines  and  design  authority  for  Design  Review  Committee  for  Treasure 
Island  Development  Authority  relative  to  the  review  of  public  parks  and  places. 

8.  Public  Comment 

(This  item  is  to  allow  members  of  the  public  to  comment  generally  on  matters  within  the 
Committee ’s  purview  as  well  as  to  suggest  new  agenda  items  for  the  Committee ’s 
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consideration.) 

9.  New  Business  and  Announcements 

(This  item  is  to  allow  Commissioners  to  introduce  new  agenda  items  for  consideration.) 

10.  Adjournment 


spr  1/9/14 

Notices 

Explanatory  documents  listed  above,  as  well  as  documents  created  or  distributed  after  the  posting 
of  this  agenda  to  the  Arts  Commission  will  be  available  for  public  inspection  and  copying  at  the 
Arts  Commission  office,  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  345,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  during 
regular  business  hours.  Info:  Jill  Manton,  415-252-2585.  PLEASE  NOTE:  The  Arts  Commission 
often  receives  documents  created  or  submitted  by  other  City  officials,  agencies  or  departments 
after  the  posting  of  the  Arts  Commission  agenda.  For  such  documents  or  presentations,  members 
of  the  public  may  wish  to  contact  the  originating  agency  if  they  seek  documents  not  yet  provided 
to  the  Arts  Commission. 

Public  comment  in  regard  to  specific  items  will  be  taken  before  or  during  consideration  of  the 
item. 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are 
prohibited  at  this  meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the 
meeting  of  any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other 
similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are 
reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help 
the  City  accommodate  these  individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or 
services,  to  participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Jill  Manton,  415-252-2585,  at  least  48 
hours  before  the  meeting,  except  for  Monday  meetings,  for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the 
previous  Friday. 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative 
action  may  be  required  by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  (San  Francisco  Campaign  and 
Governmental  Conduct  Code  sections  2.100-2.160)  to  register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For 
more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact  the  Ethics  Commission  at  25  Van 
Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  telephone  415/252-3100,  fax  415/252-3112 
and  http://www.sfethics.org/ethics/2009/12/lobbyist-ordinance-2010.html. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
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Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decision  in  full  view  of  the  public. 
Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the 
people’s  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and 
that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people’s  review. 

For  information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  (Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco 
Administrative  Code)  or  to  report  a violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  by  mail  Sunshine 
Ordinance  Task  Force,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room  244,  San  Francisco  CA  94102; 
phone  at  (415)  554-7724;  fax  at  (415)  554-7854;  or  by  email  at  sotf@sfgov.org 

Citizens  may  obtain  a free  copy  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  by  printing  Chapter  67  of  the  San 
Francisco  Administrative  Code  on  the  Internet,  at  http://www.sfbos.org/sunshine 
ACCESSIBLE  MEETING  POLICY 

Per  the  American  Disabilities  Act  and  the  Language  Access  Ordinance,  Chinese,  Spanish,  and/or 
American  Sign  Language  interpreters  will  be  available  upon  request.  Additionally,  every  effort 
will  be  made  to  provide  a sound  enhancement  system,  meeting  materials  in  alternative  formats, 
and/or  a reader.  Minutes  may  be  translated  after  they  have  been  adopted  by  the  Commission.  For 
all  these  requests,  please  contact  Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design 
Review  Program  Manager,  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting  at  415-252-2585.  Late  requests 
will  be  honored  if  possible.  The  hearing  room  is  wheelchair  accessible. 


-taws*, 

415-252-2585  [p]  Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special  Projects  and 
Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager 


POLITICA  DE  ACCESO  A LA  REUNION 

De  acuerdo  con  la  Ley  sobre  Estadounidenses  con  Discapacidades  (American  Disabilities  Act)  y 
la  Ordenanza  de  Acceso  a Idiomas  (Language  Access  Ordinance)  interpretes  de  chino,  espanol,  y 
lenguaje  de  senas  estaran  disponibles  de  ser  requeridos.  En  adicion,  se  hara  todo  el  esfuerzo 
posible  para  proveer  un  sistema  mejoramiento  de  sonido,  materiales  de  la  reunion  en  formatos 
alternatives,  y/o  proveer  un  leedor.  Las  minutas  podran  ser  traducidas  luego  de  ser  aprobadas  por 
la  Comision.  Para  solicitar  estos  servicios,  favor  contactar  a Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special 
Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager,  por  lo  menos  48  horas  antes  de  la  reunion 
al  415-252-2585.  Las  solicitudes  tardias  seran  consideradas  de  ser  posible.  La  sala  de  audiencia 
es  accesible  a silla  de  ruedas. 


5/2014 


Civic  Design  Review  Committee  - January  13,  2014  - Meeting  Minutes  | San  Francisco  Arts  Commission 


MEETING  OF  THE  CIVIC  DESIGN  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 
OF  THE  SAN  FRANCISCO  ARTS  COMMISSION 

Monday,  January  13,  2014 

3:00  p.m. 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  70 


Minutes 


Committee  Chair  Cass  Calder  Smith  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  3:03  p.m. 


1.  Roll  Call 

Commissioners  Present 

Cass  Calder  Smith 
Leo  Chow 
Dorka  Keehn 
Roberto  Ordenana 
Kim berlee  Stryker 
Commissioners  Absent 
l,li  None 


2. 


Staff  Present 

Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Public  Art  Trust  and  Special  Initiatives 
Sharon  Page  Ritchie,  Commission  Secretary 


GOVERNMENT 
DOCUMENTS  DEPT 

MAY  1 3 2014 


ESER  1 Neighborhood  Fire  Station  #16:  Phase  3 

Gabriella  Judd  Cirelli,  Project  Manager,  DPW  Design  & Construction  SAN  FRANCISCO 

Paul  de  Freitas,  Project  Architect,  DPW  Design  & Construction  PUBLIC  LIBRARY 

Benito  Olguin,  Bureau  of  DC 

The  team  reviewed  the  project,  noting  that  there  were  no  significant  changes  since  the  last  review,  and  that  review  by 
Historic  Preservation,  Planning  and  the  Arts  Commission’s  Public  Art  Committee  were  all  complete. 


The  team  explained  that  the  flagpole  will  be  a custom  design,  a straight  stainless  2”x4”  attached  to  the  fin  wall;  the 
extremely  slender  design  is  better  integrated  with  the  fin  wall  than  a stick  in  front  of  it.  The  alarm  bell  will  be  moved  to 
the  penthouse  level  so  it  is  less  visible  from  the  street. 

Acutouthas  been  added,  to  accommodate  a code  requirement  for  egress.  The  Pixley  Street  fagade  will  be  clad  in 
Resysta,  a wood-like  material,  to  better  harmonize  with  the  garage  doors  on  adjacent  buildings. 

The  team  explained  that  the  signage  will  read  as  opaque  in  the  daytime,  and  will  be  lighted  at  night. 

The  Fire  Department  representative  said  they  were  happy  with  the  design. 

The  Committee  asked  about  finishes  on  the  windows,  bollards,  rear  flashing  and  expansion  joints  in  the  stone.  They 
suggested  adjusting  the  depth  and  height  of  the  sign  to  within  six  inches  of  the  apparatus  bay  doors,  so  it  does  not 
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conflict  with  them,  and  aligning  the  rear  strip  window  with  the  stone  joints. 

There  was  no  other  public  comment. 

Motion  to  approve  ESER 1 Neighborhood  Fire  Station  #1 6,  Phase  3,  contingent  upon  (1 ) recessing  the  depth  of  the 
sign  so  that  it  sits  back  closer  to  the  doors;  and  (2)  aligning  the  rear  strip  window  with  the  stone  joints. 


3.  Burrows  Streetscape  Furniture  Design:  Phases  1 and  2 

Garrett  Jacobs,  Architecture  for  Humanity 

Mr.  Jacobs  explained  that  his  nonprofit  organization  came  to  this  community-initiated  project  after  it  was  well 
underway.  He  reported  that  funding  was  largely  private,  with  some  funding  from  the  Office  of  Economic  and  Workforce 
Development  (“OEWD”),  the  Department  of  Public  Works  (“DPW’)  and  Caltrans.The  project  would  convert  an  unused 
urban  space  to  a park.  He  described  work  that  has  already  begun,  including  removal  ofa  fence  atthe  rearofthe  site, 
cleanup  and  new  landscaping. 

Ms.  Manton  added  that  she  would  have  expected  OEWD  to  bring  the  project  to  this  Committee  at  Phase  1,  and  she 
was  working  with  their  staff  to  clarify  procedures. 

Mr.  Jacobs  reported  that  the  communitygroup  had  held  meetings  atthe  Fourbarrel  coffee  shop  and  the  local  library, 
and  have  selected  an  artistfora  mural  on  the  site.  Ms.  Manton  pointed  out  that  a mural  made  with  public  funds  is 
subject  to  Arts  Commission  review;  Mr.  Jacobs  said  this  funding  would  be  private.  Ms  Manton  added  thatCaltrans 
requests  signofffrom  the  local  arts  agency  for  murals  on  their  property.  She  added  that  if  the  mural  and  seating  were 
an  integrated  project,  itshould  come  to  both  this  Committee  and  to  the  Visual  Arts  Committee. 

In  response  to  a question  about  responsibility  for  maintenance,  Mr.  Jacobs  said  the  neighborhood  association  would 
be  responsible,  and  there  was  corporate  social  responsibility  funding  from  Lincoln  Motor  Company. 

He  discussed  material  samples,  and  the  rendering  of  the  design. 

In  response  to  a question  about  whether  the  benches  were  on  DPW  property,  Mr.  Jacobs  explained  that  the  18”  to  20” 
depth  of  the  bench  did  not  encroach  onto  DPW  property,  although  people  would  be  on  the  property. 

He  explained  thatthe  benches,  designed  by  Matthew  Passmore  of  Rebar,  were  attached  to  the  ground,  and 
anchored  into  the  coffee  shop  fagade  for  stability.  He  also  discussed  the  solar  LED  lights  incorporated  into  the  bench 
design,  and  the  proposed  powder-coated  stainless  finish  for  the  metal.  Commissioner  Keehn  noted  that  powder 
coatscratches  really  easily,  allowing  the  metal  to  rust.  Ms.  Manton  suggested  that  Mr.  Jacobs  meetwith  Arts 
Commission  conservation  staff  for  advice  on  materials  and  finishes.  The  Committee  also  suggested  thatthe  metal 
should  be  galvanized  before  painting  for  a more  durable  finish. 

Mr.  Jacobs  explained  thatthe  bench  was  18”  wide,  the  maximum  it  could  protrude  into  the  space  and  maintain  the 
ADA-required  four-foot  distance  from  the  trees.  Commissioner  Stryker  objected  that  this  was  not  deep  enough  for  a 
seat,  and  that  it  required  as  much  as  24”;  she  pointed  out  that  not  everyone  was  young  and  slim.  Commissioner 
Chow  agreed,  suggesting  that  he  go  out  and  measure  some  benches  and  see  how  comfortable  various  widths 
were. 

The  Committee  thoughtthe  concept  of  the  project,  blurring  the  line  between  bench,  canopyand  postwas  interesting, 
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but  it  seemed  too  truncated;  they  added  that  the  awnings  seemed  too  small  and  should  relate  better  to  curves  of  the 
bench,  and  thatthe  slats  gave  the  impression  of  plastic  lawn  furniture.  Mr.  Jacobs  protested  thatthe  design  had  been 
presented  to  the  community,  with  several  meetings  in  the  Portola  neighborhood.  The  Committee  reiterated  thatthe 
concept  is  good,  but  the  design  still  needed  work  and  more  appropriate  materials,  perhaps  raw  materials  like 
concrete  and  galvanized  steel.  Commissioner  Smith  referred  Mr.  Jacobs  to  the  work  of  James  Wines  of  Site 
Environmental  Design,  in  which  the  idea  drives  the  form.  The  Committee  agreed  that  they  preferred  the  conceptual 
design  to  the  design  currently  presented,  and  liked  how  the  canopy  turned  into  a post  and  a bench  in  an  undulating 
and  continuous  manner.  The  Committee  was  also  very  supportive  of  this  as  an  innovative  public-private  partnership. 

Mr.  Jacobs  explained  thatthe  original  design  was  developed  bya  volunteerfrom  Copenhagen,  Tina  Madsen.  He 
added  thatthe  awning  has  already  been  installed,  and  that  paving  at  the  end  of  Burrows  Street  has  already  been 
done.  Commissioner  Keehn  reiterated  that  it  was  important  for  staff  to  meet  with  other  City  departments  regarding 
the  review  process. 

There  was  no  public  comment,  and  the  Committee  took  no  action. 


4.  Dogpatch  Arts  Plaza;  Phase  1 

Michael  Yarneyfrom  Build  Inc  and  Up  Urban 
Chris  Guillard  from  CMG  Landscape  Architecture 

Ms.  Manton  introduced  the  team,  reminding  the  Committee  thattheyhad  made  an  informational  presentation  in 
December.  The  team  reviewed  their  proposal  fora  mixed-use  high-quality  public  piazza  and  urban  galleryfor  an 
unused  space  in  Dogpatch.  Theyexplained  thatthey  have  held  extensive  neighborhood  meetings,  and  thatthe 
community  group,  Dogpatch  Arts  Plaza  Alliance  (“DAPA”),  is  talking  with  the  Museum  of  Craft  and  Design  and  the 
Museum  of  Modern  Art  as  possible  curators  of  public  art  and  installations  in  the  space.  The  team  discussed  the 
main  features  of  the  space,  including  a blank  wall  on  the  Cresco  building  as  a gallery  wall,  an  urban  bleacher  on  the 
embankment,  looking  onto  the  plaza  and  19th  Street  beyond,  and  a raised  concrete  stage  for  performances,  as  well 
as  street  furniture  and  lighting.  The  team  was  concerned  with  the  relationship  between  vehicle  and  pedestrian  use, 
incorporating  pedestrian-scaled  lighting  along  with  high-quality  concrete  suitable  for  vehicle  traffic.  The  team 
suggested  that  Cresco  is  likely  to  move  within  a few  years. 

The  team  said  thattheyhad  taken  the  Committee’s  earlier  suggestions  to  keep  the  space  raw  and  open;  their  aim 
was  to  make  it  beautiful  without  being  too  precious.  They  see  this  as  a “third  space,”  not  work  and  not  home.  They 
pointed  out  the  transitions  between  fully  public  and  fully  private  space,  noting  the  views  from  the  semi-public  cafe  into 
the  privately  owned  courtyard. 

The  team  noted  thatthey  hoped  to  bring  “high”  art  to  the  space,  such  as  Louise  Bourgeois  sculptures,  and  explained 
thattheyare  seeking  an  institutional  partnerto  take  on  the  curation  ofthe  space,  and  thattheyare  working  on  a plan 
for  long-term  maintenance.  Ms.  Manton  asked  whether  the  zoning  would  generate  Public  Art  Trust  funds;  the  team 
replied  that  it  would  not.  They  are  seeking  voluntary  contributions  and  grant  funding,  as  well  as  support  from  the 
Planning  Department. 

In  response  to  a question  about  selling  naming  rights,  the  team  explained  that  this  was  a public  right-of-way,  and 
cited  the  Mint  Plaza  as  an  example  of  transferring  responsibility  to  a different  City  agency  or  department  to  manage 
the  asset. 

Commissioner  Chow  asked  about  what  a new  owner  ofthe  Cresco  building  might  want;  the  team  responded  that 
there  will  be  a vote  on  the  first  Green  Benefits  District  in  May;  if  that  doesn’t  pass,  the  art  cafe  will  take  on 
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maintenance  as  part  of  their  lease.  They  estimate  $100,000  per  year  for  maintenance,  based  on  experience  with  Mint 
Plaza,  and  are  working  on  a more  detailed  estimate. 

In  response  to  questions,  the  team  explained  that  the  stage  was  an  extension  of  the  bleacher,  with  the  Cor-Ten  steel 
wrapping  around,  perhaps  incorporating  an  image  created  by  texture  and  landscaping  that  would  be  brought  to  the 
edge  ofthe  bleacher.  Commissioner  Smith  asked  about  ADA  access  to  the  top  ofthe  bleacher.  The  team  responded 
that  this  will  depend  on  Caltrans,  but  they  have  designed  space  for  wheelchairs  on  the  lower  level  ofthe  bleachers. 

The  Committee  commended  the  project  as  exciting  and  said  that  it  had  really  progressed  very  positively  since  it  was 
last  presented.  Commissioner  Stryker  thought  it  beautifullyl  conceived,  with  a sophisticated  simplicity.  She  asked 
about  potential  conflicts  because  of  public  activity  adjacent  to  residential  use;  residents  may  object  to  noise  or  to 
lights  shining  into  their  living  rooms.  She  suggested  extending  the  paving  ofthe  plaza  into  the  intersection;  the  team 
liked  the  idea  but  thought  it  depended  on  funds.  Commissioner  Chow  thought  the  space  worked  best  when  clear 
edges  define  the  space. 

In  response  to  a question,  the  team  explained  that  they  will  be  discussing  the  street  closure  schedule  with  Cresco, 
and  briefly  mentioned  the.  schedule  for  reviews  by  Planning  and  Caltrans. 

There  was  no  public  comment,  and  the  motion  was  unanimouslyapproved  as  follows. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  Dogpatch  Arts  Plaza. 


5.  Alamo  Square  Restroom  Replacement  Project:  Phase  2 

Mary  Hobson,  Project  Manager,  Recreation  and  Park  Department 
Alejandro  Pimental,  Project  Architect,  DPW,  Design  and  Construction 
Jasmine  Kaw,  Project  Landscape  Architect,  DPW,  Design  and  Construction 

The  design  team  reviewed  the  project,  construction  of  a new  single-occupancy  ADA-compliant  unisex  restroom  and 
renovation  of  the  existing  restroom,  and  pointed  out  changes  in  response  to  the  Committee’s  Phase  1 review.  They 
explained  that  the  project  has  been  approved  in  principle  bythe  Historic  Preservation  Commission,  with  some 
comments.  Ms.  Manton  explained  thatshe  and  Tom  DeCaigny,  Director  of  Cultural  Affairs,  are  meeting  with  Planning 
Director  John  Rahaim  to  clarify  the  jurisdictions  ofthe  two  Commissions  and  better  integrate  reviews  by  both.  One 
idea  is  to  hold  joint  meetings  ofthe  Arts  Commission’s  Civic  Design  Review  Committee  and  the  Historic 
Preservation  Commission  for  appropriate  projects. 

The  Committee  asked  briefly  about  anti-graffiti  measures  and  about  the  sandblasting  banding,  and  they  praised  the 
design  as  simple  and  clean.  Commissioner  Chow  recommended  that  the  upper  and  lower  bands  be  finished  with  a 
heavysandblast,  and  the  central  area  treated  with  a light  sandblast.  The  Committee  requested  that  all  metal  be 
black,  that  the  recess  ofthe  door  be  made  at  least  a foot  deep,  that  the  building  be  rotated  somewhat  to  remove  the 
janitor  door  awayfrom  the  view  ofthe  path,  and  a few  other  changes  as  noted  in  the  following  motion. 

There  was  no  public  comment,  and  the  motion  was  approved  as  follows. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  2 of  Alamo  Square  Restroom  Replacement  Project,  contingent  upon  (1)  rotating  the 
building  counterclockwise  to  remove  the  service  door  from  the  direct  view  of  the  path;  (2)  increasing  the  recess  ofthe 
service  door  by  at  least  one  foot  more  than  shown,  to  approximately  18  inches;  (3)  making  all  ofthe  metal  black; 

(4)  using  a light  sandblastfinish  for  the  main  part  of  the  building,  with  heavysandblastfinish  on  the  upper  and  lower 
bands;  (5)  lowering  the  lower  bandline;  (6)  eliminating  the  concrete  bands  in  the  asphalt  paving. 
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6.  San  Francisco  Groundwater  Supply  Well  Stations:  Phase  3 

Jeff  Gilman,  Project  Manager,  SFPUC 

Edmund  Shum,  Project  Architect,  DPW,  Design  and  Construction 
David  Froehlich,  Landscape  Architect,  DPW,  Design  and  Construction 

The  design  team  reported  on  the  project  and  changes  since  their  last  presentation  to  the  Committee.  There  are  four 
different  well  stations  encompassed  in  the  project:  Lake  Merced,  South  Sunset,  West  Sunset  and  Golden  Gate.  The 
projects  have  been  reviewed  separately  in  earlier  phases,  but  this  review  brought  them  all  together  again.  The  team 
explained  that  the  roof  ponds  had  been  changed  back  to  vegetative  roofs  because  of  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission’s  technical  requirements. 

Commissioner  Chow  observed  that  seeing  the  projects  all  together  made  the  inconsistencies  obvious,  and  he  found 
the  Golden  Gate  station  the  cleanest  design.  Warning  that  he  wouldn’t  accept  the  argument  that  "no  one  will  see  it,” 
he  proposed  several  refinements  for  each  station,  as  listed  in  the  following  motion.  These  included  setting  card 
readers  into  the  jamb  instead  of  on  the  face  of  the  wall,  reducing  the  number  of  bollards  and  setting  lighting  into  the 
ground  with  something  like  a Hunza  fixture  to  light  the  ground  rather  than  the  walls,  moving  louvers  together,  raising  a 
wall  to  hide  an  awkward  structure  on  the  roof,  and  clarifying  the  placement  of  closed  circuit  television  security 
cameras. 

Commissioner  Ordehana  left  the  meeting  at5:44  p.m. 

There  was  no  public  comment,  and  the  motion  was  unanimouslyapproved  as  follows. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  3 of  the  San  Francisco  Groundwater  Supply  Well  Stations,  contingent  upon  (1)  at  Lake 
Merced,  replacing  the  bollards  with  dome  lights  set  into  the  ground  to  throw  light  horizontally  onto  the  ground  and  not 
up  onto  the  wall;  (2)  at  South  Sunset,  raising  the  side  wall  to  eliminate  the  “ear”  of  concrete  sticking  up  above  the 
roofline;  on  the  east  elevation,  combining  the  four  louvers  into  two  pairs;  (3)  at  West  Sunset,  on  the  north  elevation, 
tying  the  two  louvers  into  a single  unit;  on  the  south  elevation,  placing  the  louvers  adjacent  to  the  door;  aligning  the 
inside  face  of  the  jamb  with  the  inside  face  of  the  concrete  wall;  (4)  at  Golden  Gate,  using  a double  drain  and 
eliminating  the  scupper;  (5)  at  all  sites,  setting  the  card  readers  into  the  doorjamb  instead  of  on  the  face  of  the 
concrete,  keeping  lighting  below  eye  level,  and  setting  the  closed  circuit  television  cameras  at  the  top  left  corner  of 
each  wall,  at  a distance  proportional  to  the  size  of  the  camera. 


7.  Staff  Report 

Ms.  Manton  reported  thatshe  had  metwith  Treasure  Island  Development  Corporation,  which  does  not  currently  have 
a system  for  design  review  in  place.  She  reported  that  they  are  considering  whether  to  set  up  their  own  process  or  to 
work  with  the  Arts  Commission’s  Civic  Design  Review  Committee,  and  she  requested  advice  from  the  Committee. 
Commissioner  Chow  recused  himself  from  the  discussion  because  his  firm  is  involved  in  the  development  of  the 
project. 

Commissioners  suggested  that  self-review  was  ineffective  and  that  external  review  was  more  helpful.  They  also 
expressed  concern  that  public  spaces  be  thoughtfully  designed,  with  attention  to  landscape  and  views. 

Ms.  Manton  added  thatthe  San  Francisco  Bay  Conservation  and  Development  Commission  (“BCDC”)  was  also 
involved  because  the  area  includes  waterfront,  and  Commissioners  asked  about  the  role  of  the  Historic  Preservation 
Commission  on  the  island. 
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Ms.  Manton  explained  that  the  Port  of  San  Francisco  has  a Northeast  Waterfront  Plan  which  addresses  design,  and 
that  the  Planning  Department  reviews  private  construction  on  the  island. 

Ms.  Manton  estimated  that  construction  might  generate  some  $50  million  in  public  art  opportunities;  the  Committee 
thought  there  might  be  opportunities  for  art  on  pathways,  as  well  as  funds  for  artist  residencies.  Ms.  Manton  also 
mentioned  possible  fabrication  spaces  or  studios,  as  well  as  temporary  public  art.  The  Committee  requested  a 
presentation  as  the  plan  progressed. 

Commissioners  also  asked  for  an  update  on  the  TransbayTerminal  and  the  former  Oscar  Park.  Ms.  Manton  reported 
thatshe  has  requested  that  the  Transbay  Joint  Powers  Authoritymake  a presentation  to  the  full  Arts  Commission.  In 
response  to  a question,  she  explained  that  the  parks  will  come  to  the  Civic  Design  Review  Committee  for  review. 
Commissioner  Chow  noted  that  the  building  was  being  privately  developed,  and  Commissioner  Keehn  said  thatshe 
was  the  art  consultant  for  the  developer. 

Ms.  Manton  confirmed  that  staff  would  keep  digital  versions  of  plans  submitted  to  the  Committee,  but  not  indefinitely 
retain  paper  copies  of  them.  Commissioner  Chow  said  that  he  thought  it  was  important  to  retain  the  construction 
documents  for  each  project. 

There  was  no  public  comment. 


8.  Public  Comment 

There  was  no  further  public  comment. 

9.  New  Business  and  Announcements 

There  was  no  new  business  or  announcements. 

10.  Adjournment 

There  being  no  further  business,  the  meeting  was  adjourned  at  6:02  p.m. 
spr  5/2/14 


Language  Accessibility 

Translated  written  materials  and  interpretation  services  are  available  to  you  at  no  cost.  For  assistance, 
please  notify  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager  Jill  Manton,  415-252- 
2585,  jill.manton@sfgov.org. 

Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review 
Program  Manager  Jill  Manton,  415-252-2585,  jill.manton@sfgov.org. 

Materiales  traducidos  yservicios  de  interpretacion  estan  disponibles  para  usted  de  manera  gratuita.  Para 
asistencia,  notifique  a Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager  Jill  Manton,  415-252- 

2585,  jill.manton@sfgov.org. 
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70.3 

l 


1.  Roll  Call 


2. 


Van  Ness  Avenue  Bus  Rapid  Transit:  Phase  1 

Action 

Approximately  1 hour 

This  project  had  an  informational  review  on  4/15/13. 

Will  Kwan,  Project  Manager,  DPW 
Paul  de  Freitas,  Project  Architect,  DPW 
Martha  Ketterer,  Landscape  Architect,  DPW 

Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form,  Presentation 


sr  * 

FEB  ' 7 

i 

PV®V' 


Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  Van  Ness  Avenue  Bus  Rapid 
Transit  Project. 


3.  West  Sunset  Playground  Renovation:  Phase  1 

Action 

Approximately  30  minutes 

This  project  was  not  previously  reviewed. 

Dan  Mauer,  Project  Manager,  DPW 
Will  Kwan,  Project  Architect,  DPW 
Jasmine  Kaw,  Landscape  Architect,  DPW 


Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form,  Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  West  Sunset  Playground 
Renovation  Project. 


4.  Burrows  Streetscape  Furniture  Design:  Phases  1,  2 and  3 

Action 

Approximately  30  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  for  Phases  1 and  2 on  1/13/14. 
Garrett  Jacobs,  Project  Manager,  Architecture  for  Humanity 
Frederika  Zipp,  Project  Designer,  Architecture  for  Humanity 
Elizabeth  Marley,  Project  Designer,  Rebar  Group 


Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form.  Design  Presentation.  Bench  Design 
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Drawings 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phases  1 , 2 and  3 of  the  Burrows  Streetscape 
Furniture  Design  Project. 

5.  DuPont  Courts  Restroom:  Phase  3 

Action 

Approximately  20  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  dates:  7/18/1 1,  8/15/11. 

Marvin  Yee,  Project  Manager,  SFRPD 
Tony  Leung,  Project  Architect,  DPW 
Edward  Chin,  Landscape  Architect,  DPW 
Alejandro  Pimental,  Project  Architect,  DPW 

Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form.  Presentation,  landscape  and 
architectural  drawings  Part  1 . Part  2,  Part  3 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  3 of  the  DuPont  Courts  Restroom 
Project. 

6.  Office  of  the  Chief  Medical  Examiner  (“OCME”):  Informational  Presentation 

Discussion 

Approximately  30  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  10/15/12. 

Magdalena  Ryor,  Project  Manager,  DPW 
Charles  Higueras,  Program  Manager,  DPW  BDC 
Jim  Mueller,  Principal,  KMD  Architects 
Jack  Dybas,  Project  Manager,  KMD  Architects 

Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form,  Presentation 

7.  Staff  Report 

Discussion 

Approximately  5 minutes 

Determination  of  date  for  informal  work  session  for  Chinatown  Station;  upcoming  staff 
meeting  to  develop  draft  memorandum  of  understanding  (“MOU”)  for  design/build 
project  at  San  Francisco  Airport. 

8.  Public  Comment 

(This  item  is  to  allow  members  of  the  public  to  comment  generally  on  matters  within  the 
Committee ’s  purview  as  well  as  to  suggest  new  agenda  items  for  the  Committee ’s 
consideration.) 

9.  New  Business  and  Announcements 

(This  item  is  to  allow  Commissioners  to  introduce  new  agenda  items  for  consideration.) 
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10.  Adjournment 


spr  2/7/14 

Notices 

Explanatory  documents  listed  above,  as  well  as  documents  created  or  distributed  after  the  posting 
of  this  agenda  to  the  Arts  Commission  will  be  available  for  public  inspection  and  copying  at  the 
Arts  Commission  office,  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  345,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  during 
regular  business  hours.  Info:  Jill  Manton,  415-252-2585.  PLEASE  NOTE:  The  Arts  Commission 
often  receives  documents  created  or  submitted  by  other  City  officials,  agencies  or  departments 
after  the  posting  of  the  Arts  Commission  agenda.  For  such  documents  or  presentations,  members 
of  the  public  may  wish  to  contact  the  originating  agency  if  they  seek  documents  not  yet  provided 
to  the  Arts  Commission. 

Public  comment  in  regard  to  specific  items  will  be  taken  before  or  during  consideration  of  the 
item. 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are 
prohibited  at  this  meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the 
meeting  of  any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other 
similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are 
reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help 
the  City  accommodate  these  individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or 
services,  to  participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Jill  Manton,  415-252-2585,  at  least  48 
hours  before  the  meeting,  except  for  Monday  meetings,  for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the 
previous  Friday. 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative 
action  may  be  required  by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  (San  Francisco  Campaign  and 
Governmental  Conduct  Code  sections  2.100-2.160)  to  register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For 
more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact  the  Ethics  Commission  at  25  Van 
Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  telephone  415/252-3100,  fax  415/252-3112 
and  http://www.sfethics.org/ethics/2009/12/lobbyist-ordinance-2010.html. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decision  in  full  view  of  the  public. 
Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the 
people’s  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and 
that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people’s  review. 

For  information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  (Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco 
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Administrative  Code)  or  to  report  a violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  by  mail  Sunshine 
Ordinance  Task  Force,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room  244,  San  Francisco  CA  94102; 
phone  at  (415)  554-7724;  fax  at  (415)  554-7854;  or  by  email  at  sotf@sfgov.org 

Citizens  may  obtain  a free  copy  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  by  printing  Chapter  67  of  the  San 
Francisco  Administrative  Code  on  the  Internet,  at  http://www.sfbos.org/sunshine 
ACCESSIBLE  MEETING  POLICY 

Per  the  American  Disabilities  Act  and  the  Language  Access  Ordinance,  Chinese,  Spanish,  and/or 
American  Sign  Language  interpreters  will  be  available  upon  request.  Additionally,  every  effort 
will  be  made  to  provide  a sound  enhancement  system,  meeting  materials  in  alternative  formats, 
and/or  a reader.  Minutes  may  be  translated  after  they  have  been  adopted  by  the  Commission.  For 
all  these  requests,  please  contact  Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design 
Review  Program  Manager,  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting  at  415-252-2585.  Late  requests 
will  be  honored  if  possible.  The  hearing  room  is  wheelchair  accessible. 


^#^011*^48^^®  415-252-2585  [b]  Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special  Projects  and 
Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager 


POLITICA  DE  ACCESO  A LA  REUNION 

De  acuerdo  con  la  Ley  sobre  Estadounidenses  con  Discapacidades  (American  Disabilities  Act)  y 
la  Ordenanza  de  Acceso  a Idiomas  (Language  Access  Ordinance)  interpretes  de  chino,  espanol,  y 
lenguaje  de  senas  estaran  disponibles  de  ser  requeridos.  En  adicion,  se  hara  todo  el  esfuerzo 
posible  para  pro  veer  un  sistema  mejoramiento  de  sonido,  materiales  de  la  reunion  en  formatos 
altemativos,  y/o  proveer  un  leedor.  Las  minutas  podran  ser  traducidas  luego  de  ser  aprobadas  por 
la  Comision.  Para  solicitar  estos  servicios,  favor  contactar  a Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special 
Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager,  por  lo  menos  48  horas  antes  de  la  reunion 
al  415-252-2585.  Las  solicitudes  tardias  seran  consideradas  de  ser  posible.  La  sala  de  audiencia 
es  accesible  a silla  de  ruedas. 
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MEETING  OF  THE  CIVIC  DESIGN  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 
OF  THE  SAN  FRANCISCO  ARTS  COMMISSION 


Monday,  February  10,  2014 


3:00  p.m. 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  70 


Minutes 


Committee  Chair  Cass  Calder  Smith  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  3:04  p.m. 

1.  Roll  Call 

Commissioners  Present 

Cass  Calder  Smith 
Leo  Chow 
Roberto  Ordenana 
Kimberlee  Stryker 

Commissioners  Absent 

Dorka  Keehn 


Staff  Present 

Tom  DeCaigny,  Director  of  Cultural  Affairs 

Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Public  Art  Trust  and  Special  Initiatives 

Sharon  Page  Ritchie,  Commission  Secretary 

Matt  Pearson,  Civic  Design  Review  Extern 


Martha  Ketterer,  Landscape  Architect,  DPW 

The  design  team  presented  an  overview  of  the  Bus  Rapid  Transit  (“BRT”)  plan  for  Van  Ness  Avenue,  planned  to  be 
completed  in  2018.  Theydiscussed  the  history  of  the  street,  the  goals  for  the  BRT  plan,  and  the  requirements  for  this 
major  surface  street  which  is  also  partofa  state  highway(101 ).  Theydiscussed  particular  considerations,  including 
the  volume  of  traffic,  the  large  number  of  trucks,  the  wind,  precedents  for  BRT  in  other  cities,  parking  and  passenger 
safety. 

The  team  showed  the  design  for  the  basic  platform,  and  for  variations  to  accommodate  individual  intersections,  as 
well  as  the  sidewalks,  street  furniture,  signage,  lighting  and  paving  options.  Theyemphasized  the  importance  ofthe 
urban  forest,  explaining  that  they  had  sought  and  received  two  exceptions  to  Caltrans  regulations  to  allow  trees  in  the 
median;  these  must  have  a strict  columnar  form. 

Theydiscussed  the  competing  interests,  showing  the  small  zone  in  which  they  can  build  within  the  mandated 
thirteen-inch  setback,  and  explained  that  all  the  options  they  were  presenting  had  been  vetted  by  MTAfor  building  and 
maintenance. 
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Peter  Gabancho,  Project  Manager,  SFMTA 

Will  Kwan,  Project  Manager,  DPW 

Paul  Chasan,  Project  Manager,  Planning  Department 

Paul  de  Freitas,  Project  Architect,  DPW 
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In  response  to  a question  from  the  Committee,  the  team  explained  thatthe  Supervisors  through  whose  districts  the 
BRT  passes  had  not  yet  seen  these  plans. 

Commissioner  Stryker  objected  to  the  palm  trees  used  as  dividing  elements,  suggesting  that  trees  such  as 
fastigiate  red  maple  would  sufficiently  reinforce  the  linearity  of  the  stations,  and  the  “topknot”  of  the  palms  was 
extraneous,  or  simply  too  busy.  Ms.  Ketterer  pointed  out  the  separate  process  for  trees,  involving  the  City  arborist. 

Commissioner  Stryker  was  concerned  about  the  metal  backdrops  ofthe  shelters,  which  she  thought  divided  the 
street  rather  than  unifying  it,  as  the  team  intended.  The  design  team  explained  that  while  they  had  done  other  studies, 
those  were  not  approved  by  MTAand  could  not  be  presented  here.  They  explained  that  tempered  glass  would  not 
provide  a sufficient  barrier,  and  pointed  out  the  three-inch  space  they  had  to  work  with.  Commissioner  Stryker 
recommended  a more  visuallypermeable  barrier,  and  thoughtthe  red  seismic  wave  shelter  roof  design  cluttered  the 
overall  design  rather  than  reinforcing  it,  and  was  not  appropriate  for  the  scale  ofthe  street. 

She  also  objected  to  the  bollards  and  rails  on  the  sidewalk,  describing  them  as  relentless,  and  asked  to  see  a 
different  approach. 

She  praised  the  idea  of  permeable  paving  for  the  trees,  and  asked  that  it  be  simplified  to  be  more  integrated  with  the 
sidewalk.  The  team  explained  thatthe  design  was  intended  to  accommodate  ADAstandards,  and  Commissioner 
Stryker  thought  the  design  could  be  made  more  unified  and  still  complywith  ADA  requirements. 

In  response  to  Commissioner  Ordenana’s  question  on  community  engagement,  the  team  explained  that  much  ofthe 
communityfeedback  had  come  through  the  environmental  review  process,  and  theylisted  several  groups  and 
constituencies  to  whom  they  have  reached  out.  In  response  to  Commissioner  Smith’s  question,  they  explained  that 
those  groups  have  seen  a more  conceptual  presentation,  and  thatwhatwas  being  presented  to  the  Civic  Design 
Review  Committee  at  this  meeting  was  newly  developed  and  had  not  yet  been  presented  elsewhere. 

Commissioner  Chow  explained  that  he  was  concerned  with  the  sheer  number  of  conditions  the  design  created,  with 
traffic  weaving  and  lane  changes  from  block  to  block;  he  thought  this  recreated  the  same  problems  that  exist  on 
Market  Street,  and  urged  the  team  to  look  more  carefully  at  how  cars  move  through  the  street.  The  team  replied  that 
the  elimination  of  all  left  turns  helps  to  eliminate  traffic  weaving. 

Commissioner  Chow  also  objected  to  the  “accent”  palm  trees  as  superfluous.  He  added  that  there  seemed  to  be 
two  kinds  of  blocks:  ones  in  which  trees  were  dominant,  and  others  in  which  the  stations  were  located.  He  thus 
proposed  a simpler  typology:  there  are  blocks  with  trees  and  blocks  with  stations. 

Commissioner  Chow  thought  that  the  design  team  should  minimize  the  number  of  vertical  elements,  and  he 
proposed  placing  the  stations  together  rather  than  separating  them,  allowing  other  spaces  to  open  up.  He  agreed 
thatthe  station  walls  should  be  more  transparent,  and  thatwhile  he  understood  the  goal  for  the  bollards,  they  added 
to  clutter  in  the  design. 

The  design  team  replied  thatthe  great  challenge  is  thatthe  stations  are  so  narrow,  with  lots  of  people  occupying  the 
space,  onboarding  and  offboarding,  in  the  midst  of  high-speed  and  high-intensity  vehicle  traffic.  While  the  Caltrans 
engineering  standards  make  people  literally  safe,  the  team  also  wants  to  make  them  feel  safe.  They  added  thatthe 
bollards  shown  were  for  blocking  and  massing,  and  not  the  final  design,  and  that  Caltrans  required  some  kind  of 
barrier. 

Commissioner  Smith  thought  that  the  project  merits  more  comm  unity  outreach.  He  concurred  with  his  colleagues 
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about  the  inappropriateness  of  the  Clear  Channel  transit  shelter  for  the  Van  Ness  BRT,  and  thought  it  unfortunate  for 
a project  of  this  magnitude  that  the  Committee  could  not  see  the  other  options  that  had  been  created  by  the  design 
team.  He  thought  there  must  be  a wayto  make  this  a win-win  for  everyone. 

He  supported  the  design  team’s  decision  to  pursue  a modernist  direction,  and  he  agreed  with  his  colleagues 
comments  about  the  bollards.  He  hoped  that  the  experience  of  traveling  on  Van  Ness  after  the  redesign  would  be 
more  like  Dolores  Street  than  the  “bumpy”  experience  of  Market  Street,  and  he  asked  the  team  to  keep  in  mind  the 
experience  of  drivers  as  well  as  transit  riders. 

He  suggested  that  the  presentation  jumped  from  analysis  to  the  detailed  level  of  landscaping  and  pedestrian 
screens  without  expressing  a strong  vision. 

He  asked  the  team  to  determine  whether  the  “wiggle  roofs”  (the  seismic  wave  of  the  Clear  Channel  shelters)  are 
required,  whether  perhaps  the  screens  come  up  and  over  to  make  the  shelter  roof  with  no  need  for  the  wiggle.  He 
added  that  the  bollards  and  railings  were  not  well-integrated  into  the  design. 

Commissioner  Stryker  noted  thatthe  design  called  for  trees  blocking  the  visual  corridor  on  Fulton  Streetto  City  Hall, 
and  asked  that  they  be  eliminated.  Commissioner  Chow  added  thatthe  proposed  station  in  front  of  City  Hall  creates 
an  obstacle,  and  suggested  moving  it  to  the  other  side  of  the  intersection. 

Commissioner  Smith  agreed  with  the  comments  on  simplifying  the  typology  to  blocks  with  trees  and  blocks  with 
stations.  He  asked  the  team  to  take  a larger  overview,  saying  that  this  project  is  about  motion,  about  starting  and 
stopping,  and  not  just  about  history. 

Mr.  DeCaigny  asked  about  the  maintenance  plan  forthe  panels,  and  how  that  related  to  whether  the  stations  used 
the  seismic  wave  design.  The  MTA  representative  said  there  was  no  maintenance  plan,  and  the  Muni 
communications  staff  is  using  the  seismic  wave  roof  as  a branding  tool  for  Muni;  they  are  considering  a color  change 
for  “rapid  lines  .’’though  this  has  not  been  decided. 

Commissioner  Chow  asked  about  traffic  light  timing  to  modify  speed  to  25  miles  per  hour,  and  he  argued  that  now 
traffic  is  racing  to  beat  the  lights.  The  team  replied  that  traffic  studies  are  planned. 

In  response  to  a concern  from  the  team  about  eliminating  trees  along  the  corridor,  Commissioner  Chow  explained 
that  he  was  calling  forthe  trees  to  be  eliminated  only  along  the  small  nodes  at  the  ends  of  the  stations. 

Public  Comment: 

Jim  Haas  was  generally  in  favor  of  the  BRT,  but  didn’t  believe  that  a single  design  works  forthe  whole  corridor.  He 
said  that  in  the  historic  Civic  Center  district,  there  should  be  a unique  design,  as  simple  as  possible  in  order  to  show 
off  the  civic  buildings.  He  added  that  he  never  liked  the  red  shelter  roofs,  and  was  not  sure  they  were  required  in  the 
historic  district,  but  didn’t  think  maintenance  funding  should  be  the  determining  factor. 

There  was  no  further  public  comment. 

The  design  team  pointed  out  that  they  have  involved  the  Planning  Department’s  Historic  Preservation  Commission 
for  their  approval.  They  don’t  want  to  see  a mock-historic  design,  but  want  something  light  and  uncluttered. 

The  Committee  was  unable  to  approve  the  design;  theytook  no  action  and  asked  for  Phase  1 presentation  again,  to 
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address  the  following  items:  (1 ) express  a large  vision  for  this  important  street  that  ties  the  project  together  as  urban 
design;  (2)  develop  an  acceptable  architectural  and  functional  solution  for  the  boarding  areas  on  the  car  lane  sides, 
taking  into  account  both  visual  design  and  safety  requirements;  (3)  resolve  the  question  of  whether  Clear  Channel 
shelters  will  be  used  forthis  project  or  whether  there  are  any  Clear  Channel  requirements,  and  if  so,  howto  design 
for  them;  (4)  better  integrate  the  sidewalk  design;  and  (5)  develop  a more  integrated  landscape  design  and  tree 
selection. 


3.  West  Sunset  Playground  Renovation:  Phase  1 

Dan  Mauer,  Project  Manager,  DPW 
Will  Kwan,  Project  Architect,  DPW 
Jasmine  Kaw,  Landscape  Architect,  DPW 

The  team  presented  the  project,  giving  some  historyand  context,  along  with  the  scope. 

The  Committee  praised  the  work  done  on  the  project,  and  made  some  suggestions,  including  minimizing  or  hiding 
fencing  with  vegetation,  such  as  hedgerows,  and  more  emphatically  marking  the  entrance,  with  something  like  a torii 
gate.  The  Committee  discussed  ideas  for  better  managing  vehicle  traffic  and  parking  at  the  site,  and  pointed  out  the 
hazard  inherent  in  bringing  cars  across  a sidewalk  where  hundreds  of  kids  are  walking.  The  design  team  countered 
that  ADA  requirements  sharply  limit  their  options. 

In  response  to  questions  about  community  input  and  public  meetings,  the  design  team  reported  that  the  community 
was  eager  to  see  the  project  completed. 

There  was  no  public  comment,  and  the  motion  was  unanimouslyapproved  as  follows. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  West  Sunset  Playground  Renovation  Project,  contingent  upon  (1 ) further  developing 
the  landscaping,  including  hedgerows  or  other  vegetation  around  fencing;  (2)  minimizing  both  the  amount  and  height 
of  fencing,  (3)  lightening  and  opening  up  the  back,  to  make  the  restrooms  more  welcoming,  possibly  with  glass 
block;  (4)  rethinking  the  parking  to  prevent  cars  crossing  pedestrian  traffic  on  the  sidewalk;  (5)  marking  the  entrances 
more  clearly  with  a gate  or  overhead  element  tall  enough  to  permit  large  trucks  to  enter. 

Commissioner  Ordenana  left  the  meeting  at5:20  p.m. 


4.  Burrows  Streetscape  Furniture  Design:  Phases  land  2 

Garrett  Jacobs,  Project  Manager,  Architecture  for  Humanity 
Frederika  Zipp,  Project  Designer,  Architecture  for  Humanity 
Elizabeth  Marley,  Project  Designer,  Rebar  Group 

The  design  team  presented  the  project,  noting  changes  in  materials.  The  Committee  made  comments  about 
appropriate  choices  of  wood  and  metal  finishes  to  protect  against  moisture.  The  Committee  also  discussed  the 
design  of  the  ribbon  and  how  it  relates  to  architectural  features  of  the  building,  including  window  and  door  openings. 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

The  motion  to  approve  Phase  3 was  continued  to  the  full  Commission  meeting,  and  the  Committee  requested 
submission  before  that  date  of  a sketch  incorporating  the  following  contingencies. 

Motion  to  approve  Phases  1 and  2 of  the  Burrows  Streetscape  Furniture  Design  Project,  contingent  upon 
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(1)  determining  the  appropriate  type  and  finish  of  steel;  (2)  using  a single  radius  of  five  inches  or  less  throughout; 

(3)  eliminating  the  wood  underneath  the  steel  ribbon;  (4)  simplifying  the  form  over  the  window  and  maintaining  a 
single  continuous  steel  ribbon;  (5)  submission  of  a final  sketch  with  these  changes. 

Commissioner  Smith  left  the  meeting  at5:37  p.m.,  and  the  quorum  was  lost.  The  remaining  Commissioners  heard 
the  following  presentations  but  did  not  discuss  them. 

5.  DuPont  Courts  Restroom:  Phase  3 

Marvin  Yee,  Project  Manager,  SFRPD 
Tony  Leung,  Project  Architect,  DPW 
Edward  Chin,  Landscape  Architect,  DPW 
Alejandro  Pimental,  Project  Architect,  DPW 

The  design  team  presented  the  project,  explaining  that  the  Committee  had  previously  approved  two  prototype 
designs  for  park  restrooms,  and  the  team  chose  the  contemporary  design  for  this  park.  Theyreported  on  the  appeal 
filed  on  the  basis  that  the  existing  restroom  is  a WPAstructure,  which  did  not  come  up  in  the  team’s  original 
research.  They  described  the  work  to  date,  and  hazardous  material  abatement  work  done.  Theydiscussed  the 
architectural  context  in  the  neighborhood. 

Public  Comment: 

Jeff  Kelly  thanked  the  design  team  for  mentioning  the  WPA,  and  said  that  it  was  a priority  of  the  neighbors  to  preserve 
the  structure,  which  he  said  was  visible  from  the  street.  He  said  that  80%  of  the  surrounding  houses  were  built  within 
twentyyears  ofthis  WPAproject,  and  that  this  is  one  ofthe  few  remaining  WPAbuildings,  which  could  have  been 
saved  if  not  for  destruction  ofthe  fagade.  He  said  that  he  would  request  that  it  be  put  back  as  it  was,  because  there 
were  no  structural  problems.  He  also  said  that  the  design  would  allow  views  of  people  in  the  restroom  from  the 
tennis  courts,  and  thatthe  metal  doors  atthe  States  Street  site,  with  the  same  design,  are  alreadyshowing  rust. 

There  was  no  other  public  comment,  and  the  item  was  continued  to  the  full  Commission  meeting. 

6.  Office  ofthe  Chief  Medical  Examiner  (“OCME”):  Informational  Presentation 

Magdalena  Ryor,  Project  Manager,  DPW 
Charles  Higueras,  Program  Manager,  DPW  BDC 
Jim  Mueller,  Principal,  KMD  Architects 
Jack  Dybas,  Project  Manager,  KMD  Architects 

The  design  team  presented  the  project,  explaining  that  it  was  originally  presented  some  fifteen  months  ago,  and 
there  is  now  a different  project  team  and  they  wanted  to  introduce  themselves. 

They  explained  the  background  and  scope  ofthe  project  and  its  goals,  including  Gold  LEED  status.  They  reviewed 
the  budget  and  schedule,  and  explained  thattheywill  be  requesting  Phase  1 and  2 review  combined.  Ms.  Manton 
agreed  to  work  with  them  to  setup  informal  work  sessions,  and  reviewed  the  process  and  timing,  and  asked  them 
about  the  status  of  art  enrichment. 

There  was  no  public  comment,  and  no  action  was  taken. 

7.  Staff  Report 
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There  was  no  staff  report. 

8.  Public  Comment 

There  was  no  further  public  comment. 

9.  New  Business  and  Announcements 

There  was  no  new  business  or  announcements. 

10.  Adjournment 

There  being  no  further  business,  the  meeting  was  adjourned  at  6:15  p.m. 
spr  5/9/14 


Language  Accessibility 

Translated  written  materials  and  interpretation  services  are  available  to  you  at  no  cost.  For  assistance, 
please  notify  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager  Jill  Manton,  415-252- 
2585,  jill.manton@sfgov.org. 

MIM),  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review 
Program  Manager  Jill  Manton,  415-252-2585,  jill.manton@sfgov.org. 

Materiales  traducidos  yservicios  de  interpretacion  estan  disponibles  para  usted  de  manera  gratuita.  Para 
asistencia,  notifique  a Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager  Jill  Manton,  415-252- 
2585,  jill.manton@sfgov.org. 
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25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  70 
Agenda 


1.  Roll  Call 

2.  Dupont  Courts  Restroom  Replacement  Phase  3 

Action 

Approximately  30  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  dates:  7/18/11,  8/15/11,  2/10/14 
Marvin  Yee,  Project  Manager,  San  Francisco  Recreation  and  Park  Department 
Tony  Leung,  Project  Architect,  San  Francisco  Department  of  Public  Works 
Edward  Chin,  Project  Landscape  Architect,  San  Francisco  Department  of  Public  Works 

Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form.  Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  3 of  the  Dupont  Courts  Restroom 
Replacement  Project. 

3.  Staff  Report 

Discussion 

Approximately  1 0 minutes 

Upcoming  meeting  with  San  Francisco  International  Airport  regarding  design/build 
projects  and  their  interface  with  Civic  Design  and  request  for  Commissioners’ 
recommendations  and  thoughts. 

4.  Public  Comment 

(This  item  is  to  allow  members  of  the  public  to  comment  generally  on  matters  within  the 
Committee ’s  purview  as  well  as  to  suggest  new  agenda  items  for  the  Committee ’s 
consideration.) 

5.  New  Business  and  Announcements 

(This  item  is  to  allow  Commissioners  to  introduce  new  agenda  items  for  consideration.) 

6.  Adjournment 
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Explanatory  documents  listed  above,  as  well  as  documents  created  or  distributed  after  the  posting 
of  this  agenda  to  the  Arts  Commission  will  be  available  for  public  inspection  and  copying  at  the 
Arts  Commission  office,  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  345,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  during 
regular  business  hours.  Info:  Jill  Manton,  415-252-2585.  PLEASE  NOTE:  The  Arts  Commission 
often  receives  documents  created  or  submitted  by  other  City  officials,  agencies  or  departments 
after  the  posting  of  the  Arts  Commission  agenda.  For  such  documents  or  presentations,  members 
of  the  public  may  wish  to  contact  the  originating  agency  if  they  seek  documents  not  yet  provided 
to  the  Arts  Commission. 

Public  comment  in  regard  to  specific  items  will  be  taken  before  or  during  consideration  of  the 
item. 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are 
prohibited  at  this  meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the 
meeting  of  any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other 
similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are 
reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help 
the  City  accommodate  these  individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or 
services,  to  participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Jill  Manton,  415-252-2585,  at  least  48 
hours  before  the  meeting,  except  for  Monday  meetings,  for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the 
previous  Friday. 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative 
action  may  be  required  by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  (San  Francisco  Campaign  and 
Governmental  Conduct  Code  sections  2.100-2.160)  to  register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For 
more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact  the  Ethics  Commission  at  25  Van 
Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  telephone  415/252-3100,  fax  415/252-3112 
and  http://www.sfethics.org/ethics/2009/12/lobbyist-ordinance-2010.html. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decision  in  full  view  of  the  public. 
Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the 
people’s  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and 
that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people’s  review. 

For  information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  (Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco 
Administrative  Code)  or  to  report  a violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  by  mail  Sunshine 
Ordinance  Task  Force,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room  244,  San  Francisco  CA  94102; 
phone  at  (415)  554-7724;  fax  at  (415)  554-7854;  or  by  email  at  sotf@sfgov.org 

Citizens  may  obtain  a free  copy  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  by  printing  Chapter  67  of  the  San 
Francisco  Administrative  Code  on  the  Internet,  at  http://www.sfbos.org/sunshine 
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ACCESSIBLE  MEETING  POLICY 

Per  the  American  Disabilities  Act  and  the  Language  Access  Ordinance,  Chinese,  Spanish,  and/or 
American  Sign  Language  interpreters  will  be  available  upon  request.  Additionally,  every  effort 
will  be  made  to  provide  a sound  enhancement  system,  meeting  materials  in  alternative  formats, 
and/or  a reader.  Minutes  may  be  translated  after  they  have  been  adopted  by  the  Commission.  For 
all  these  requests,  please  contact  Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design 
Review  Program  Manager,  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting  at  415-252-2585.  Late  requests 
will  be  honored  if  possible.  The  hearing  room  is  wheelchair  accessible. 


415-252-2585  |r]  Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special  Projects  and 
Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager 

mm0 


POLITICA  DE  ACCESO  A LA  REUNION 

De  acuerdo  con  la  Ley  sobre  Estadounidenses  con  Discapacidades  (American  Disabilities  Act)  y 
la  Ordenanza  de  Acceso  a Idiomas  (Language  Access  Ordinance)  interpretes  de  chino,  espanol,  y 
lenguaje  de  senas  estaran  disponibles  de  ser  requeridos.  En  adicion,  se  hara  todo  el  esfuerzo 
posible  para  pro  veer  un  sistema  mejoramiento  de  sonido,  materiales  de  la  reunion  en  formatos 
altemativos,  y/o  proveer  un  leedor.  Las  minutas  podran  ser  traducidas  luego  de  ser  aprobadas  por 
la  Comision.  Para  solicitar  estos  servicios,  favor  contactar  a Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special 
Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager,  por  lo  menos  48  horas  antes  de  la  reunion 
al  415-252-2585.  Las  solicitudes  tardias  seran  consideradas  de  ser  posible.  La  sala  de  audiencia 
es  accesible  a silla  de  ruedas. 


)14 


Civic  Design  Rev  ew  Committee-  March  17,  2014-  Meeting  Minutes  | San  Francisco  Arts  Commission 


MEETING  OF  THE  CIVIC  DESIGN  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 
OF  THE  SAN  FRANCISCO  ARTS  COMMISSION 

Monday,  March  17,  2014 

3:00  p.m. 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  70 


Minutes 

Committee  Chair  Cass  Calder  Smith  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  3:00  p.m. 


1.  Roll  Call 

Commissioners  Present 

Cass  Calder  Smith 
Leo  Chow 
Dorka  Keehn 
Kimberlee  Stryker 

Commissioners  Absent 

Roberto  Ordenana 

Staff  Present 

Tom  DeCaigny,  Director  of  Cultural  Affairs 
Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Public  Art  Trust  and  Special  Initiatives 
Sharon  Page  Ritchie,  Commission  Secretary 
Matt  Pearson,  Civic  Design  Review  Extern 

2.  Dupont  Courts  Restroom  Replacement:  Phase  3 SAN  FRANCISCO 

Marvin  Yee,  Project  Manager,  San  Francisco  Recreation  and  Park  Department  PUBLIC  LIBRARY 

Tony  Leung,  Project  Architect,  San  Francisco  Department  of  Public  Works 

Edward  Chin,  Project  Landscape  Architect,  San  Francisco  Department  of  Public  Works 

The  design  team  gave  an  update  on  the  project,  reporting  positive  comments  from  the  community.  Theypointed  out 
changes  made  in  response  to  the  Committee’s  prior  recommendations.  Noting  that  hazard  abatement  has  been 
completed,  the  design  team  reviewed  the  status  of  the  historic  resource  evaluation  of  the  building  as  a WPAstructure 
and  the  appeal  of  the  demolition  permit.  They  said  that  despite  what  might  be  said  in  public  comment,  the  survey  of 
nearby  buildings  revealed  great  diversity  in  age,  including  construction  since  2000.  Further,  they  explained  that  the 
restroom  is  largely  hidden  from  neighbors  bygrade  differences,  plantings  and  streettrees. 

Public  Comment: 

Jeff  Kellysaid  that  there  have  been  numerous  community  meetings,  and  that  people  would  rather  see  the  existing 
structure  maintained  as  historic.  He  said  that  there  had  been  no  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (“CEQA”) 
review,  and  no  final  approval  bythe  Arts  Commission.  He  said  that  the  demolition  had  ruined  the  project,  and  that  it 
should  be  protected.  He  added  that  a neighbor  found  a sfgov.org  website  which  described  it  as  a WPA  project,  and 
said  that  the  original  project  was  closed  out  on  March  19, 1937,  and  asked  the  Committee  to  mark  this  anniversary 
with  preservation  rather  than  destruction.  He  quoted  Clyde  Healyas  saying  the  project  was  designed  to  conform  to 
the  general  character  of  the  neighborhood,  and  that  80%  of  buildings'  are  contemporary  with  the  structure.  He  added 
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thata  neighbor,  Roberta  Wahl,  was  an  architect  who  had  written  a letter  supporting  his  position,  butthe  Committee 
had  not  seen  it. 

There  was  no  futher  public  comment. 

Tina  Tam,  Planning  Department  Senior  Preservation  Planner,  discussed  the  historic  resource  evaluation  report, 
explaining  that  the  site  is  a contributing  resource  to  a noncontiguous  historic  district  of  the  WPAera,  butthe  building 
itself  is  not  character-defining.  She  explained  that  the  Planning  Department’s  position  is  that  the  site  is  a contributing 
resource,  and  the  construction  project  can  go  forward. 

The  Committee  discussed  which  agency  had  jurisdiction  over  which  aspects  ofthe  project,  and  staff  reported  that 
theyhave  been  meeting  with  City  Attorney  staff  and  Historic  Preservation  staff  to  clarify  the  respective  jurisdictions. 
The  Committee  agreed  that  its  role  was  to  evaluate  the  new  design,  and  not  to  determine  whether  the  original 
structure  should  be  replaced.  The  design  team  pointed  out  that  the  appeal  was  set  to  be  heard  on  April  9 by  the 
Board  of  Appeals,  and  that  anyapproval  bythis  Civic  Design  Review  Committee  would  be  on  hold  until  the  appeal 
was  resolved. 

The  Committee  went  on  to  review  some  details  ofthe  project,  including  tiles,  a water  fountain,  landscape  plans,  the 
placement  ofthe  door  and  other  items.  Staff  agreed  to  do  administrative  review  of  these  details. 

There  was  no  further  public  comment,  and  the  motion  was  unanimouslyapproved  as  follows,  pending  the  decision 
ofthe  Board  of  Appeals. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  3 ofthe  DuPont  Courts  Restroom  Project,  contingent  upon  (1)  extending  the  overhangs  out 
in  two  directions  bya  couple  of  inches  to  clearthe  cornerangle;  (2)  recessing  flashing  and  concrete;  (3)  painting  the 
doors,  metal  grill  and  flashing  a dark  charcoal;  (4)  extending  the  tile  along  the  full  length  ofthe  wall,  with 
administrative  review  ofthe  final  design  ofthe  corner  treatment;  (5)  moving  the  door  to  the  end  ofthe  wall  to  eliminate 
the  return;  (6)  integrating  the  stainless  steel  signage  into  the  tile  surface  byreplacing  the  appropriate  tiles  with  the 
stainless  signage;  (7)  using  stainless  steel  for  all  hardware;  (8)  clumping  plants  rather  than  spacing  them  out,  and 
using  low-growing  plants  such  as  phormium  atthe  entry  of  the  ramp  and  taller  plants  such  as  ceanothus  toward  the 
higher  part  of  the  ramp  to  disguise  it. 


3.  Staff  Report 

Ms.  Manton  asked  for  further  direction  on  the  Committee’s  requestfora  regular  public  art  report. 

The  Committee  discussed  a potential  memorandum  of  understanding  with  the  San  Francisco  Airport  regarding  the 
scheduling  of  reviews  for  design-build  projects  and  fast-track  projects,  to  ensure  that  the  Committee  can  effectively 
review  them  atthe  appropriate  times. 

The  Committee  discussed  how  the  budgets  are  determined  in  “2%  for  art”;  staff  explained  thatthe  Public  Art  Program 
Director  reviews  the  budget  to  determine  its  accuracy,  and  the  project  does  not  come  to  this  Committee  until  they 
have  confirmed  their  public  art  allocation. 

The  Committee  discussed  whether  a “Phase  0”  review  for  conceptual  design  should  be  added,  to  ensure  thatthe 
preliminary  design  is  reviewed  before  excavation  begins  or  permanent  elements  ofthe  structure  are  in  place.  They 
proposed  that  Phase  1 review  cover  50-75%,  schematic  design;  Phase  2 cover  75%,  design  development;  and 
Phase  3 cover  100%,  construction. 
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| There  was  no  public  comment. 

i 

I 4.  Public  Comment 

There  was  no  further  public  comment. 

5.  New  Business  and  Announcements 

Commissioner  Keehn  said  thatthe  Visual  Arts  Committee  had  recentlydiscussed  the  Moscone  project,  and  review 
panels  had  just  selected  two  beautiful  artworks  for  the  Airport’s  Terminal  3. 

There  was  no  public  comment. 


6.  Adjournment 

There  being  no  further  business,  the  meeting  was  adjourned  at4:22  p.m. 
spr  5/9/14 


Language  Accessibility 

Translated  written  materials  and  interpretation  services  are  available  to  you  at  no  cost.  For  assistance, 
please  notify  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager  JillManton,  415-252- 
2585,  jill.manton@sfgov.org. 

Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review 
Program  Manager  Jill  Manton,  41 5-252-2585,  jill.manton@sfgov.org. 

Materiales  traducidos  yservicios  de  interpretation  estan  disponibles  para  usted  de  manera  gratuita.  Para 
asistencia,  notifique  a Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager  Jill  Manton,  415-252- 
2585,  jill.manton@sfgov.org. 
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CIVIC  DESIGN  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 


Monday,  April  21,  2014 

3:00  p.m. 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  70 
Agenda 


1.  Roll  Call 


04-1 8-1 4 A1 0=21  RCVD 


2.  Balboa  Park  Pool:  Phase  1 

70.3  Action 

Approximately  20  minutes 

This  project  was  not  previously  reviewed. 

Toks  Ajike,  Project  Manager,  Recreation  and  Park  Department 
ELS/Kuth  Ranieri  JV,  Project  Architects 

Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form.  Presentation 


GOVERNMENT 
DOCUMENTS  DEPT 
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Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  Balboa  Park  Pool  project. 


3.  North  Beach  Police  Station  and  Parking  Garage,  AT&T  Wireless  Modification: 
Phases  1,  2 & 3 

Action 

Approximately  1 5 minutes 

This  project  was  not  previously  reviewed. 

Omar  Masry,  Program  Manager,  Department  of  City  Planning 
Eric  Lentz,  Project  Manager,  AT&T 
Kevin  Sorenson,  Streamline  Engineering 

Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form,  Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phases  1,  2 and  3 of  the  North  Beach  Police 
Station  and  Parking  Garage,  AT&T  Wireless  Modification  project. 


4.  North  Beach  Police  Station  and  Parking  Garage,  Stockton  Green,  Verizon  Wireless 
Modification:  Phases  1,  2 & 3 

Action 

Approximately  1 0 minutes 

This  project  was  not  previously  reviewed. 
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Omar  Masry,  Program  Manager,  Department  of  City  Planning 
Grant  Anderson,  Project  Manager,  WSA 

Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form,  Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phases  1 , 2 and  3 of  the  North  Beach  Police 
Station  and  Parking  Garage,  Stockton  Green,  Verizon  Wireless  Modification  project. 


5.  West  Side  Recycled  Water  Treatment  Plant:  Phase  1 

Action 

Approximately  20  minutes 

This  project  was  not  previously  reviewed. 

Michael  Pierron,  Project  Architect,  Bureau  of  Design  and  Construction,  Department  of 
Public  Works 

Barbara  Palacios,  Project  Manager,  SF  Water/San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 

Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form.  Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  West  Side  Recycled  Water 
Treatment  Plant  project. 


6.  New  Mini  Park  on  Guy  Place:  Phase  1 

Action 

Approximately  1 5 minutes 

This  project  was  not  previously  reviewed. 

Marvin  Yee,  Project  Manager,  Department  of  Public  Works 

Martha  Ketterer,  Project  Landscape  Architect,  Department  of  Public  Works 

Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form.  Presentation.  Drawings 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  New  Mini  Park  on  Guy  Place 
project. 

7.  Mission  Bay  Park  P26:  Phases  2 & 3 

Action 

Approximately  30  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  the  following  dates:  5/20/13 

Catherine  Reilly,  Project  Manager,  Office  of  Community  Investment  and  Infrastructure 

John  Gibbs,  Landscape  Architect,  WRT  Landscape  Architects 


Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form,  Presentation 
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Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phases  2 and  3 of  the  Mission  Bay  Park  P26 
project. 


8.  Alameda  Creek  Diversion  Dam  Passage:  Phases  1 & 2 

Action 

Approximately  20  minutes 

This  project  was  not  previously  reviewed. 

Ravi  Krishnaiah,  Project  Manager,  SF  Water/San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 
Kent  Ford,  Project  Architect,  San  Francisco  Department  of  Public  Works 

Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form,  Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phases  1 and  2 of  the  Alameda  Creek 
Diversion  Dam  Passage  project. 


9.  Visual  Arts  Committee  Update 

Discussion 

Approximately  1 5 minutes 

Commissioner  Dorka  Keehn,  Chair,  Visual  Arts  Committee 
Report  on  projects  before  the  Visual  Arts  Committee. 

10.  Staff  Report 

Discussion 

Approximately  5 minutes 

Current  administrative  and  programming  developments  and  announcements. 

11.  Public  Comment 

(This  item  is  to  allow  members  of  the  public  to  comment  generally  on  matters  within  the 
Committee ’s  purview  as  well  as  to  suggest  new  agenda  items  for  the  Committee ’s 
consideration.) 

12.  New  Business  and  Announcements 

(This  item  is  to  allow  Commissioners  to  introduce  new  agenda  items  for  consideration.) 

13.  Adjournment 

spr  4/17/14 


Notices 

Explanatory  documents  listed  above,  as  well  as  documents  created  or  distributed  after  the  posting 
of  this  agenda  to  the  Arts  Commission  will  be  available  for  public  inspection  and  copying  at  the 
Arts  Commission  office,  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  345,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  during 
regular  business  hours.  Info:  Jill  Manton,  415-252-2585.  PLEASE  NOTE:  The  Arts  Commission 
often  receives  documents  created  or  submitted  by  other  City  officials,  agencies  or  departments 
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after  the  posting  of  the  Arts  Commission  agenda.  For  such  documents  or  presentations,  members 
of  the  public  may  wish  to  contact  the  originating  agency  if  they  seek  documents  not  yet  provided 
to  the  Arts  Commission. 

Public  comment  in  regard  to  specific  items  will  be  taken  before  or  during  consideration  of  the 
item. 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are 
prohibited  at  this  meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the 
meeting  of  any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other 
similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental 
illnesses,  multiple  chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are 
reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help 
the  City  accommodate  these  individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or 
services,  to  participate  in  the  meeting,  please  contact  Jill  Manton,  415-252-2585,  at  least  48 
hours  before  the  meeting,  except  for  Monday  meetings,  for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the 
previous  Friday. 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative 
action  may  be  required  by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  (San  Francisco  Campaign  and 
Governmental  Conduct  Code  sections  2.100-2.160)  to  register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For 
more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact  the  Ethics  Commission  at  25  Van 
Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  telephone  415/252-3100,  fax  415/252-3112 
and  http://www.sfethics.Org/ethics/2009/l  2/lobbvist-ordinance-20 1 0.html. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decision  in  full  view  of  the  public. 
Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the 
people’s  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and 
that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people’s  review. 

For  information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  (Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco 
Administrative  Code)  or  to  report  a violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  by  mail  Sunshine 
Ordinance  Task  Force,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room  244,  San  Francisco  CA  94102; 
phone  at  (415)  554-7724;  fax  at  (415)  554-7854;  or  by  email  at  sotf@sfgov.org 

Citizens  may  obtain  a free  copy  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  by  printing  Chapter  67  of  the  San 
Francisco  Administrative  Code  on  the  Internet,  at  http://www.sfbos.org/sunshine 
ACCESSIBLE  MEETING  POLICY 

Per  the  American  Disabilities  Act  and  the  Language  Access  Ordinance,  Chinese,  Spanish,  and/or 
American  Sign  Language  interpreters  will  be  available  upon  request.  Additionally,  every  effort 
will  be  made  to  provide  a sound  enhancement  system,  meeting  materials  in  alternative  formats, 
and/or  a reader.  Minutes  may  be  translated  after  they  have  been  adopted  by  the  Commission.  For 


San  Francisco  Arts  Commission  Civic  Design  Review  Committee  Agenda 
Monday,  April  21,  2014 


Page  5 of  5 


all  these  requests,  please  contact  Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design 
Review  Program  Manager,  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting  at  415-252-2585.  Late  requests 
will  be  honored  if  possible.  The  hearing  room  is  wheelchair  accessible. 

mmm, 

m 1^, 

ass.  Itt 

o 415-252-2585  1b]  Jill  Manton,  Director  of 

Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager  iHJijo  ^fATt t 

POLITICA  DE  ACCESO  A LA  REUNION 

De  acuerdo  con  la  Ley  sobre  Estadounidenses  con  Discapacidades  (American  Disabilities  Act)  y 
la  Ordenanza  de  Acceso  a Idiomas  (Language  Access  Ordinance)  interpretes  de  chino,  espanol,  y 
lenguaje  de  senas  estaran  disponibles  de  ser  requeridos.  En  adicion,  se  hara  todo  el  esfuerzo 
posible  para  pro  veer  un  sistema  mejoramiento  de  sonido,  materiales  de  la  reunion  en  formatos 
alternatives,  y/o  proveer  un  leedor.  Las  minutas  podran  ser  traducidas  luego  de  ser  aprobadas  por 
la  Comision.  Para  solicitar  estos  servicios,  favor  contactar  a Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special 
Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager,  por  lo  menos  48  horas  antes  de  la  reunion 
al  415-252-2585.  Las  solicitudes  tardias  seran  consideradas  de  ser  posible.  La  sala  de  audiencia 
es  accesible  a silla  de  ruedas. 
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Minutes 


In  the  absence  of  Committee  Chair  Cass  Calder  Smith,  Commissioner  Chow  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  3:04  p.m. 

1.  Roll  Call 

Commissioners  Present 

Leo  Chow 
Dorka  Keehn 
) Roberto  Ordehana 
Kimberlee  Stryker 
• ;Lf  Commissioners  Absent 
Cass  Calder  Smith 


Ms.  Manton  noted  thatthis  would  be  Mr.  Pearson’s  last  meeting,  since  the  school  year  was  ending,  and  she  thanked 
him  for  his  very  helpful  work. 

2.  Balboa  Park  Pool:  Phase  1 

Toks  Ajike,  Project  Manager,  Recreation  and  Park  Department 
ELS/Kuth  Ranieri  JV,  Project  Architects 

The  team  presented  the  scope  and  budget  for  the  project,  a vibrant  aquatic  center  used  for  recreation,  instruction  and 
comm  unity  activities.  They  reviewed  other  projects  in  Berkeley  and  Oakland  that  informed  their  design  process,  and 
explained  that  bringing  daylight  to  the  interior  was  a primaryobjective,  along  with  improving  ADAaccess.  The  team 
discussed  two  alternative  approaches.  They  reported  that  feedback  from  the  comm  unity  meetings  indicated  that 
adding  solar  collectors  was  a greater  priority  than  adding  a new  basketball  court.  They  discussed  which  elements 
were  part  of  the  “bare-bones”  budget,  and  which  could  be  added  if  additional  funds  were  available  (although  the 
team  was  not  hopeful  aboutfinding  additional  funds). 

The  Committee  asked  about  community  meetings,  and  about  the  public  art  budget. 

The  Committee  discussed  the  two  options  presented,  and  thought  both  had  some  merit.  In  Option  1 , theyliked  the 
plaza  staging  area  at  the  top  ofthe  stairs,  but  agreed  thatthe  screen  at  ground  level  doesn’t  work.  The  Committee 
recommended  further  development  of  both  options.  Theysuggested  working  on  the  landscape  design  to  better 
integrate  the  front,  sides  and  back  areas,  and  strengthen  the  connection  ofthe  building  with  the  landscape,  as  well 
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Staff  Present 

Tom  DeCaigny,  Director  of  Cultural  Affairs 

Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Public  Art  Trust  and  Special  Initiatives 

Sharon  Page  Ritchie,  Commission  Secretary 

Matt  Pearson,  Civic  Design  Review  Extern 
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as  possibly  removing  some  of  the  asphalt.  The  Committee  also  suggested  that  in  Option  2,  the  scale  of  the  wedge 
should  be  bigger  to  work  with  the  size  of  the  building. 

The  design  team  explained  that  they  will  present  both  designs  to  the  communitysoon,  and  then  come  back  to  this 
Committee  forfurther  review.  Staff  suggested  an  informal  workshop  in  the  interim. 

The  Committee  agreed  thatthe  design  team  had  a good  startand  needed  furtherwork.  primarily  regarding  the 
landscape  and  the  entry  treatment. 

There  was  no  public  comment,  and  the  Committee  took  no  action. 


3.  North  Beach  Police  Station  and  Parking  Garage,  AT&T  Wireless  Modification:  Phases  1 , 2 & 3 

OmarMasry,  Program  Manager,  Department  of  City  Planning 
Eric  Lentz,  Project  Manager,  AT&T 
Kevin  Sorenson,  Streamline  Engineering 

Commissioner  Ordehana  recused  himself  from  discussion  of  this  item  because  AT&T  is  a funder  of  his  employer. 
He  left  the  meeting  room  at  3:50  p.m. 

Because  the  two  projects  involve  the  same  building,  the  design  team  presented  them  together,  and  the  Committee 
considered  them  together. 

The  design  team  presented  the  two  projects,  explaining  that  these  are  antennas  for  AT&T  and  Verizon  wireless 
service  to  be  placed  on  the  City-owned  North  Beach  Police  Station  and  Parking  Garage.  Mr.  Masry  explained  the 
technical  requirements  for  the  antennas,  which  should  be  placed  as  high  as  possible,  and  need  some  separation 
from  each  other,  and  require  shielding.  The  team  explained  thatthe  five-story  building  in  question  is  not  historic  and 
is  already“nonconforming”  in  exceeding  the  40-foot  height  limit  for  its  zoning  area.  The  team  reviewed  the  proposed 
placement  for  all  the  antennas,  noting  thatsome  were  required  to  be  moved  because  of  public  health  standards. 

The  Committee  made  several  recommendations  to  hide  some  elements  ofthe  installation,  to  minimize  and  contain 
others,  and  to  clean  up  the  appearance  ofthe  rest. 

The  team  explained  that  there  is  an  effort  to  amend  the  Planning  Code  to  allow  better  screening  for  antennas  on  tall 
buildings;  screens  are  currently  likely  to  be  rejected  because  they  are  considered  to  add  more  bulk  to  buildings 
already  over  the  height  limit. 

There  was  no  public  comment,  and  the  motions  were  approved  as  follows. 

Motion  to  approve  Phases  1 and  2 ofthe  North  Beach  Police  Station  and  Parking  Garage,  AT&T  Wireless  Modification 
project,  contingent  upon  (1 ) concealing  elements  on  the  Vallejo  Street  side  behind  the  existing  fagade  as  far  back  as 
possible;  (2)  placing  a screening  element  around  the  antennas  along  the  Vallejo  Street  side  and  making  the 
mounting,  conduit  and  cabling  as  clean  and  contained  as  possible;  (3)  relocating  the  elements  from  the  rearfagade 
to  the  roof. 

4.  North  Beach  Police  Station  and  Parking  Garage,  Stockton  Green,  Verizon  Wireless  Modification:  Phases  1, 2 & 3 

Motion  to  approve  Phases  1 and  2 ofthe  North  Beach  Police  Station  and  Parking  Garage,  Stockton  Green,  Verizon 
Wireless  Modification  project,  contingent  upon  (1)  concealing  elements  on  the  Vallejo  Street  side  behind  the  existing 
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facade  as  far  back  as  possible;  (2)  replacing  the  fins  with  a simpler  treatment  and  making  the  mounting,  conduit  and 
cabling  as  clean  and  contained  as  possible;  (3)  relocating  the  elements  from  the  rearfagade  to  the  roof. 
Commissioner  Ordenana  returned  to  the  meeting  room  at  4:11  p.m. 


5.  West  Side  Recycled  Water  Treatment  Plant:  Phase  1 

Michael  Pierron,  Project  Architect,  Bureau  of  Design  and  Construction,  Department  of  Public  Works 

Barbara  Palacios,  Project  Manager,  SF  Water/San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 

The  team  presented  the  background  and  goals  of  the  project,  to  allow  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  (“PUC’’)  to 

diversify  its  watersupply.  This  plant  will  recycle  water  to  a high  quality,  for  non-drinking  uses,  including  irrigation  of 

parks  and  toiletflushing  in  areas  with  dual  plumbing.  The  team  described  the  site  and  discussed  materials.  They 

presented  the  project  and  reviewed  how  they  had  incorporated  the  Committee’s  suggestions. 

The  Committee  commended  the  team  for  its  progress  on  the  design  and  made  several  minor  comments. 

There  was  no  public  comment,  and  the  motion  was  unanimouslyapproved  as  follows. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  West  Side  Recycled  Water  Treatment  Plant  project,  contingent  upon  (1 ) eliminating  the 
door  on  the  second  floor;  (2)  using  small  horizontal  sunshades  on  the  control  room  on  the  south  fagade  rather  than 
the  more  expensive  electrochromatic  glass;  (3)  eliminating  bumps  and  jogs  on  the  south  stairway;  (4)  eliminating  the 
“water  drop”  wall;  (5)  on  the  westfagade,  keeping  the  parapet  flush  with  the  two  wingwalls;  (6)  using  the  fagade 
treatment  detailed  in  drawing  6.1  c.6  and  (7)  supplying  more  detail  on  the  landscape  plan. 


6.  New  Mini  Park  on  Guy  Place:  Phase  1 

Marvin  Yee,  Project  Manager,  Department  of  Public  Works 

Martha  Ketterer,  Project  Landscape  Architect,  Department  of  Public  Works 

The  team  presented  the  project,  a small  new  park  on  Rincon  Hill,  off  First  and  Folsom  streets.  They  described  the 
site  (which  slopes  down  from  the  street),  the  budget,  the  schedule  and  the  background,  and  reported  that  they  have 
begun  working  with  Public  Art  staff  on  the  art  component  of  the  project.  The  team  reviewed  the  arborist’s 
recommendations  for  removal  of  existing  trees  which  are  either  dead  or  dying,  or  are  structurally  deficient. 

The  team  explained  that  they  considered  four  options  to  deal  with  the  slope,  which  drops  ten  to  thirteen  feetfrom  the 
streetto  the  back  of  the  lot.  They  presented  these  to  the  neighbors,  who  much  preferred  the  fourth,  which  theydubbed 
“living  green  columns.”  Theyshowed  this  proposal  to  the  Committee,  describing  proposed  plantings,  pavings  and 
waterfeatures  to  compose  three  terraced  “rooms”  each  stepping  down  slightlybya  total  of  about  three  feet  at  the 
rear. 

The  Committee  congratulated  the  team  on  a lot  of  exciting  new  ideas  fora  contemporary  park,  and  agreed  with  the 
decision  to  fill  in  the  slope.  The  Committee  suggested  that  two  slightly  larger  spaces  in  this  small  park  would  be 
better,  with  less  change  of  level,  and  recommended  simplifying  the  design  to  have  more  presence  and  serenity. 

The  Committee  recommended  extending  the  design  thinking  all  the  wayoutto  the  curb,  extending  the  bulb-out  to  the 
full  width  ofthe  park.  Theyliked  the  contemplative  concept  of  the  park,  the  sense  of  layering,  and  the  scale  of  the 
columns  ataboutthe  height  of  the  existing  trees.  They  asked  the  design  team  to  consider  how  the  waterfeatures 
were  differentiated,  with  one  noisier  and  the  other  more  serene  or  reflective,  and  how  they  could  be  lit. 

The  Committee  suggested  that  the  team  explore  the  contrast  between  a simple  and  serene  paving  with  textural 
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planting,  or  vice  versa.  They  encouraged  the  team  to  edit  the  project,  consider  the  scale,  divide  the  park  into  two 
spaces  rather  than  three,  and  to  work  with  subtle  cues  to  differentiate  them. 

There  was  no  public  comment,  and  the  Committee  took  no  action. 


7.  Mission  Bay  Park  P26:  Phases  2 & 3 

Catherine  Reilly,  Project  Manager,  Office  of  Community  Investment  and  Infrastructure 
John  Gibbs,  Landscape  Architect,  WRT  Landscape  Architects 

The  team  presented  an  update  on  the  project,  noting  that  the  University  of  California  San  Francisco  wants  the  park 
open  when  the  hospital  opens.  Theyreviewed  changes  made  in  response  to  the  Committee’s  prior  comments.  The 
Committee  asked  about  art  enrichment;  Ms.  Manton  explained  that  the  amountforthe  whole  Mission  Bay 
development  was  around  $2  million. 

The  Committee  made  some  suggestions  about  seating  and  paving,  and  about  highlighting  the  butterflies  and 
ensuring  that  the  physical  habitatand  water  supply  will  support  them.  The  Committee  suggested  working  with  an 
artist  on  the  text  planned  for  the  paths. 

There  was  no  public  comment,  and  the  motion  was  approved  as  follows. 

Motion  to  approve  Phases  2 and  3 of  the  Mission  Bay  Park  P26  project,  contingent  upon  (1)  integrating  more  face-to- 
face  or  L-shaped  seating;  (2)  developing  the  children’s  play  area  to  better  integrate  it  with  the  butterfly  garden,  with 
less  structured  play  area;  (3)  including  a water  element  as  part  of  the  butterfly  habitat;  (4)  using  hard  paving  for  the 
roundabout;  (5)  minimizing  the  signage  and  integrating  it  into  the  overall  design  language;  (6)  presenting  final 
sketches  before  construction. 


8.  Alameda  Creek  Diversion  Dam  Passage:  Phases  1 & 2 

Ravi  Krishnaiah,  Project  Manager,  SF  Water/San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 
Kent  Ford,  Project  Architect,  San  Francisco  Department  of  Public  Works 

The  team  presented  the  project  and  the  site,  control  buildings  fora  fish  ladder  in  a remote  area  on  the  border  of 
Alameda  and  Santa  Clara  counties.  The  team  reviewed  the  established  design  language  of  simple  geometric 
shapes  and  clean  unadorned  forms  for  the  PUC’s  small  unoccupied  buildings,  and  reported  that  the  agency  has 
requested  a prefabricated  building  system  because  ofthe  remote  location  and  limited  budget. 

The  Committee  asked  for  clarification  of  elements  in  the  drawings.  In  response  to  questions  bythe  Committee,  the 
team  explained  thatthe  actual  fish  ladder  is  notwithin  the  scope  of  this  PUC  project. 

The  Committee  made  several  suggestions  to  simplify  the  design. 

There  was  no  public  comment,  and  the  motion  was  approved  as  follows. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  1 ofthe  Alameda  Creek  Diversion  Dam  Passage  project,  contingent  upon  (1 ) spanning  the 
two  buildings  with  a single  roof;  (2)  reorienting  the  site  elements  and  the  shape  ofthe  enclosure  so  theyare  all 
aligned  in  a simple  rectangle;  (3)  further  developing  and  simplifying  the  design  of  the  fence  and  separating  it  from  the 
concrete  wall. 
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9.  Visual  Arts  Committee  Update 

Commissioner  Keehn  reported  that  the  Visual  Arts  Committee  approved  the  pedestrian  bridge  between  the  two 
buildings  at  Moscone  Center  as  a site  for  an  artwork  using  light,  with  a requestfor  proposals  to  be  posted  soon. 
She  reported  on  Living  Innovation  Zones  in  the  mid-Market  area,  a program  of  the  Planning  Department,  the  Mayor’s 
Office  of  Civic  Innovation  and  other  City  and  nonprofit  partners.  She  explained  that  the  Civic  Design  Review 
Committee  will  not  review  these  projects  because  they  are  temporary  projects  lasting  less  than  two  years.  The 
Committee  discussed  what  its  role,  and  the  role  of  the  Arts  Commission,  might  be  in  relation  to  this  initiative. 

There  was  no  public  comment. 


10.  Staff  Report 

Ms.  Manton  reported  that  she  is  reviewing  and  streamlining  the  Civic  Design  Review  guidelines  and  will  submit  a 
draft  for  review  by  the  Committee.  She  added  that  she  has  consulted  with  the  City  Attorney’s  office  regarding 
California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (“CEQA”)  review  in  regard  to  Civic  Design  Review. 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

11.  Public  Comment 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

12.  New  Business  and  Announcements 

There  was  no  new  business  or  announcements. 

13.  Adjournment 

There  being  no  further  business,  the  meeting  was  adjourned  at  6:22  p.m. 
spr  5/12/14 


Language  Accessibility 

Translated  written  materials  and  interpretation  services  are  available  to  you  at  no  cost.  For  assistance, 
please  notify  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager  Jill  Manton,  415-252- 
2585,  jill.manton@sfgov.org. 

Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review 
Program  Manager  Jill  Manton,  415-252-2585,  jill.manton@sfgov.org. 

Materiales  traducidos  yservicios  de  interpretation  estan  disponibles  para  usted  de  manera  gratuita.  Para 
asistencia,  notifique  a Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager  Jill  Manton,  415-252- 
2585,  jill.manton@sfgov.org. 
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SAN  FRANCISCO  ARTS  COMMISSION 
CIVIC  DESIGN  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 

Monday,  May  19,  2014 

3:00  p.m. 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  70 


Agenda 


1.  Roll  Call 

2.  Exterior  Treatments  to  Southeast  Community  Facility:  Phases  1 and  2 

Action 

Approximately  15  minutes 
This  project  was  not  previously  reviewed. 

Shelby  Campbell,  Project  Manager,  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 
Marilyn  Thompson,  Project  Architect,  San  Francisco  Department  of  Public  Works 
Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form,  Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phases  1 and  2 of  the  Exterior  Treatments  to  Southeast  Community 
Facility. 

3.  Guy  Place  Mini  Park:  Phase  1 

Action 

Approximately  20  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  April  21, 2014. 

Marvin  Yee,  Project  Manager,  San  Francisco  Recreation  and  Park  Department 
Martha  Ketterer,  Project  Landscape  Architect,  San  Francisco  Department  of  Public  Works 
Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form,  Presentation,  Drawings 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  Guy  Place  Mini  Park  Project. 

4.  Chinatown  Station  Plaza,  Central  Subway  Project:  Phase  1 

Action 

Approximately45  minutes 

This  project  was  not  previously  reviewed. 

Aileen  Read,  Project  Manager,  San  Francisco  Municipal  Transportation  Agency 
Jane  Wang,  Program  Manager,  San  Francisco  Municipal  Transportation  Agency 
Mona  Tomari,  Kwan  Henmi  Architects 

Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form,  Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  Chinatown  Station  Plaza,  Central  Subway  Project. 
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5 Public  Comment 

(This  item  is  to  allow  members  of  the  public  to  comment  generally  on  matters  within  the  Committee’s  purview  as  well 
as  to  suggest  new  agenda  items  for  the  Committee’s  consideration.) 

6 New  Business  and  Announcements 

(This  item  is  to  allow  Commissioners  to  introduce  new  agenda  items  for  consideration.) 

7.  Adjournment 
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Notices 

Explanatory  documents  listed  above,  as  well  as  documents  created  or  distributed  after  the  posting  of  this  agenda  to  the  Arts 
Commission  will  be  available  for  public  inspection  and  copying  at  the  Arts  Commission  office,  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite 
345,  San  Francisco,  CA94102,  during  regular  business  hours.  Info:  Jill  Manton,  415-252-2585.  PLEASE  NOTE:  The  Arts 
Commission  often  receives  documents  created  orsubmitted  by  other  City  officials,  agencies  or  departments  after  the 
posting  of  the  Arts  Commission  agenda.  For  such  documents  or  presentations,  members  of  the  public  may  wish  to  contact 
the  originating  agency  if  they  seek  documents  not  yet  provided  to  the  Arts  Commission. 

Public  comment  in  regard  to  specific  items  will  be  taken  before  or  during  consideration  of  the  item. 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited  at  this  meeting. 
Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  of  any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use 
of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

In  order  to  assistthe  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple 
chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  maybe  sensitive 
to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City  accommodate  these  individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to  participate  in  the 
meeting,  please  contact  Jill  Manton,  415-252-2585,  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting,  except  for  Monday  meetings,  for 
which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative  action  maybe  required  by  the 
San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  (San  Francisco  Campaign  and  Governmental  Conduct  Code  sections  2.100-2.160)  to 
register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact  the  Ethics 
Commission  at25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San  Francisco,  CA 94102,  telephone  415/252-3100,  fax41 5/252-31 12 
andhttp://www.sfethics.org/ethics/2009/12/lobbyist-ordinance-2010.html. 

KNOWYOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 

Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decision  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and 
other  agencies  ofthe  Cityand  Countyexistto  conduct  the  people’s  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are 
conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people’s  review. 

For  information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  (Chapter  67  ofthe  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code)  or  to 


httD://sfaov.ora/arts/civic-desian-review-committee/meetina/2014-mav-19-aqenda 
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j report  a violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  by  mail  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room 
| 244,  San  Francisco  CA94102;  phone  at  (415)  554-7724;  fax  at  (415)  554-7854;  or  by  email  atsotf@sfgov.org 
i 

‘ Citizens  may  obtain  a free  copy  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  by  printing  Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code 
t on  the  Internet,  athttp://www.sfbos.org/sunshine 
ACCESSIBLE  MEETING  POLICY 

Per  the  American  Disabilities  Act  and  the  Language  Access  Ordinance,  Chinese,  Spanish,  and/or  American  Sign  Language 
interpreters  will  be  available  upon  request.  Additionally,  every  effort  will  be  made  to  provide  a sound  enhancement  system, 

I meeting  materials  in  alternative  formats,  and/ora  reader.  Minutes  may  be  translated  after  they  have  been  adopted  by  the 
| Commission.  For  all  these  requests,  please  contact  Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review 
Program  Manager,  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting  at  41 5-252-2585.  Late  requests  will  be  honored  if  possible.  The 
hearing  room  is  wheelchair  accessible. 

Wfemto  sf^-tsilLr*^48^B#Sf«  41 5-252-2585  ft  Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic 

Design  Review  Program  Manager  Jifti <»  3a  oft 

POLITICA  DE  ACCESO  A LA  REUNION 

De  acuerdo  con  la  Ley  sobre  Estadounidenses  con  Discapacidades  (American  Disabilities  Act)  y la  Ordenanza  de  Acceso  a 
Idiomas  (Language  Access  Ordinance)  interpretes  de  chino,  espanol,  y lenguaje  de  sefias  estaran  disponibles  de  ser 
requeridos.  En  adicion,  se  hara  todo  el  esfuerzo  posible  para  proveer  un  sistema  mejoramiento  de  sonido,  materiales  de  la 
reunion  en  formatos  alternatives,  y/o  proveer  un  leedor.  Las  minutas  podran  sertraducidas  luego  de  ser  aprobadas  por  la 
Comision.  Para  solicitarestos  servicios,  favor  contactar  a Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review 
Program  Manager,  porlo  menos  48  horas  antes  de  la  reunion  al  415-252-2585.  Las  solicitudes  tardias  seran 
consideradas  de  ser  posible.  La  sala  de  audiencia  es  accesible  a silla  de  ruedas. 
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Civic  Design  Review  Committee  - May  19,  2014  - 
Meeting  Minutes 

Civic  Design  Review  Committee  - May  1 9,  2014 

MEETING  OF  THE  CIVIC  DESIGN  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 
OF  THE  SAN  FRANCISCO  ARTS  COMMISSION 

Monday,  May  19,  2014 

3:00  p.m. 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  70 


Minutes 


Committee  Chair  Cass  Calder  Smith  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  3:03  p.m. 

1 . Roll  Call 

Commissioners  Present 

Cass  Calder  Smith,  Chair 
Leo  Chow 
Kimberlee  Stryker 
Commissioners  Absent 
Dorka  Keehn 
Roberto  Ordefiana 

Staff  Present 

Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Public  Art  Trust  and  Special  Initiatives 
Sharon  Page  Ritchie,  Commission  Secretary 

2.  Exterior  Treatments  to  Southeast  Community  Facility:  Phase  1 

Shelby  Campbell,  Project  Manager,  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 
Marilyn  Thompson,  Project  Architect,  San  Francisco  Department  of  Public  Works 

The  team  reviewed  the  history  of  the  facility,  whose  anchor  tenant  is  City  College.  They  discussed  the  scope  of 
the  project  and  explained  the  two  major  issues  they  addressed,  solar  heat  gain  and  ADA  access  where  the  two 
wings  of  the  building  meet  at  the  comer.  They  reviewed  potential  design  solutions,  and  presented  two 
schemes. 

The  Committee  generally  liked  the  idea  of  the  vertical  sunshades  as  an  example  of  a “big  move"  that  solves  a 
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number  of  problems  at  once.  They  asked  the  team  to  further  simplify  the  design,  and  to  further  study  the  angle 
of  the  sunshades.  They  discussed  the  plaza  design  and  the  treatment  of  the  corner  of  the  building. 

There  was  no  public  comment,  and  the  Committee  motion  was  approved  as  follows. 


Motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  Exterior  Treatments  to  Southeast  Community  Facility,  contingent  upon: 

(1 ) exploring  extending  the  sunshades  to  cover  the  entire  wall  continuously  rather  than  in  three  tiers,  to 
effectively  become  the  fagade;  (2)  simplifying  the  fins;  (3)  eliminating  or  covering  the  diagonal  brace  on  the 
Phelps  Street  side;  (4)  completing  further  study  to  determine  the  correct  angle  for  the  sunshades; 

(5)  simplifying  the  complex  geometry  of  the  comer  including  simplifying  the  upper  opening,  eliminating  the 
small  triangular  vertical  element  and  considering  eliminating  the  canopy;  (6)  bringing  a strong  color  element  to 
the  corner;  (7)  considering  the  exact  placement  for  the  storefront;  (8)  considering  opening  the  wall  next  to  the 
ramp  to  create  a stairway;  (9)  for  the  plaza,  using  a more  contemporary  and  geometric  design  based  on 
“Scheme  A.” 


3.  Guy  Place  Mini  Park:  Phase  1 

Marvin  Yee,  Project  Manager,  San  Francisco  Recreation  and  Park  Department 

Martha  Ketterer,  Project  Landscape  Architect,  San  Francisco  Department  of  Public  Works 

The  design  team  presented  the  project,  discussing  revisions  made  in  response  to  the  Committee's  previous 
review,  including  grading  the  entire  mini-park  atone  level. 

The  Committee  questioned  the  decision  to  segment  the  small  park  into  three  spaces.  The  team  replied  that  the 
immediate  neighbors,  who  would  be  the  primary  users,  had  expressed  a strong  preference  for  intimate  spaces 
to  be  used  by  one  or  two  people,  adding  that  there  were  several  larger  parks  within  walking  distance. 

The  Committee  discussed  the  design,  including  the  paving  color,  the  placement  of  the  columns,  and  the  overall 
geometry  of  the  entire  park,  which  visitors  will  experience  simultaneously  with  the  separate  “rooms.”  They 
agreed  that  there  were  a lot  of  things  to  like  in  the  design  of  a simple,  contemplative  space,  but  cautioned 
against  taking  the  metaphor  too  far  in  the  actual  design. 

There  was  no  public  comment,  and  the  motion  was  approved  as  follows. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  Guy  Place  Mini  Park  Project,  contingent  upon  (1)  eliminating  the  “ears”  at  the 
opening  of  each  interior  room,  extending  the  rooms  across  the  space;  (2)  aligning  the  columns  across  from 
each  other;  (3)  moving  the  fence  inside  a bit  and  planting  in  front  of  it;  (4)  considering  a lighter-colored  paving; 
(5)  adding  a green  strip  on  the  bulbout  to  create  a fourth  room;  (6)  presenting  a three-dimensional  rendering  for 
Phase  2 review. 

4.  Chinatown  Station  Plaza,  Central  Subway  Project:  Phase  1 

Aileen  Read,  Project  Manager,  San  Francisco  Municipal  Transportation  Agency 
Jane  Wang,  Program  Manager,  San  Francisco  Municipal  Transportation  Agency 
Mona  Tomari,  Kwan  Henmi  Architects 
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The  team  presented  the  design,  noting  that  this  was  a rare  open  space  in  Chinatown,  and  the  community 
wanted  a very  flexible  space,  for  reading  or  eating  lunch,  for  exercise,  and  other  purposes.  They  discussed  the 
lighting  and  discussed  how  the  design  incorporates  color  from  the  artwork  by  Tomie  Arai  and  extends  the 
artwork  to  the  adjacent  south-facing  fagade. 

The  Committee  praised  the  design  as  much  improved  since  their  last  review,  with  a better  flow.  They 
suggested  that  since  there  has  not  been  a landscape  architect  involved  in  the  project,  at  this  point  a horticultural 
consultant  might  be  more  helpful.  The  Committee  made  several  suggestions  about  materials,  planting  and 
lighting. 

Public  Comment: 

A speaker  on  behalf  of  Chinatown  Community  Development  Center  and  better  parks  and  recreation  said  they 
were  absolutely  thrilled  with  the  design  of  this  open  space,  and  said  that  the  process  was  engaging  and 
educational  for  the  community.  He  was  looking  forward  to  more  detail  and  information  on  the  landscape  and 
maintenance  challenges.  He  thanked  everyone  involved. 

There  was  no  further  public  comment,  and  the  motion  was  unanimously  approved  as  follows. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  Chinatown  Station  Plaza,  Central  Subway  Project,  contingent  upon 
(1 ) protecting  the  baguettes;  (2)  considering  planting  the  green  wall  at  the  back  of  the  space  as  a living  wall  with 
a planter  in  front;  (3)  using  movable  furniture  and  allocating  space  for  storage;  (4)  simplifying  and  reducing  the 
number  of  separate  elements;  (5)  encasing  the  elevator  in  the  wall  and  (6)  considering  removing  the  sign. 


5.  Public  Comment 

There  was  no  further  public  comment. 

6.  New  Business  and  Announcements 

Public  Art  and  Collections  Senior  Project  Manager  Jennifer  Loworn  said  that  she  would  like  one  or  two 
Commissioners  to  participate  in  a joint  meeting  with  Visual  Art  Committee  members  to  workshop  the 
placement  of  street  furniture  and  lighting  with  the  artwork  by  Roxy  Paine  in  the  Yerba  Buena/Moscone  Station 
Plaza. 

Ms.  Manton  reported  that  she  has  begun  revising  the  Civic  Design  Review  Guidelines  and  solicited  input  from 
the  Committee,  who  made  some  suggestions.  They  raised  the  question  of  timing  of  Civic  Design  Review  in 
relation  to  the  separate  Environmental  Impact  Review;  Ms.  Manton  was  researching  that  question.  The 
Committee  added  that  they  hoped  Civic  Design  Review  would  be  more  aspirational  than  bureaucratic,  helping 
design  teams  create  great  buildings  for  the  City,  rather  than  merely  check  off  a number  of  boxes.  They  also 
discussed  what  kinds  of  renderings  or  models  teams  should  submit  at  different  phases.  Ms.  Manton  said  she 
was  looking  at  other  jurisdictions’  guidelines  and  would  bring  her  draft  to  the  Committee  for  review. 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

7.  Adjournment 
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There  being  no  further  business,  the  meeting  was  adjourned  at  5:23  p.m. 

spr  5/30/14 


Language  Accessibility 


Translated  written  materials  and  interpretation  services  are  available  to  you  at  no  cost.  For 
assistance,  please  notify  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager  Jill 
Manton,  415-252-2585,  jill.manton@sfgov.org. 


£ Pwt&St],  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design 
Review  Program  Manager  Jill  Manton,  415-252-2585,  jill.manton@sfgov.org. 


Materiales  traducidos  y servicios  de  interpretacion  estan  disponibles  para  usted  de  manera  gratuita.  Para 
asistencia,  notifique  a Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager  Jill  Manton, 
415-252-2585,  jill.manton@sfgov.org. 


3/22/2016  10:1  A' 
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2. 


North  Beach  Police  Station  and  Parking  Garage  at  766  Vallejo  Street,  AT&T  and  Verizon  Antenna  Attachments: 
Phase  3 

Action 

Approximately 20  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  April  21 , 2014. 

Omar  Masry,  Program  Manager,  City  Planning 

Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form,  Presentation,  AT&T  drawings, Verizon  drawings 


Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  3 of  the  North  Beach  Police  Station  and  Parking  Garage  at  766 
Vallejo  Street  for  AT&T  and  Verizon  Antenna  Attachments. 


3.  Oceanside  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant,  Building  930  Awning  Replacement:  Phases  1 and  2 

Action 

Approximately 20  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  June  17,  2013. 

Michael  Pierron,  Project  Architect,  Department  of  Public  Works 
Jose  Oscar  Recinos,  Associate  Architect,  Department  of  Public  Works 
Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form,  Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phases  1 and  2 of  the  Oceanside  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant,  Building 
930  Awning  Replacement  Project. 


4.  Public  Comment 

(This  item  is  to  allow  members  of  the  public  to  comment  generally  on  matters  within  the  Committee’s  purview  as  well 
as  to  suggest  new  agenda  items  for  the  Committee’s  consideration.) 

5.  New  Business  and  Announcements 

(This  item  is  to  allow  Commissioners  to  introduce  new  agenda  items  for  consideration.) 

6.  Adjournment 
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Notices 

Explanatory  documents  listed  above,  as  well  as  documents  created  or  distributed  after  the  posting  of  this  agenda  to  the  Arts 
Commission  will  be  available  for  public  inspection  and  copying  atthe  Arts  Commission  office,  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite 
345,  San  Francisco,  CA 94102,  during  regular  business  hours,  info:  Jill  Manton,  415-252-2585.  PLEASE  NOTE:  The  Arts 
Commission  often  receives  documents  created  or  submitted  by  other  City  officials,  agencies  or  departments  after  the 
posting  of  the  Arts  Commission  agenda.  For  such  documents  or  presentations,  members  of  the  public  may  wish  to  contact 
the  originating  agency  if  they  seek  documents  not  yet  provided  to  the  Arts  Commission. 

Public  comment  in  regard  to  specific  items  will  be  taken  before  or  during  consideration  of  the  item. 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited  at  this  meeting. 
Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  mayorderthe  removal  from  the  meeting  of  any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use 
of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple 
chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  maybe  sensitive 
to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City  accommodate  these  individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to  participate  in  the 
meeting,  please  contact  Jill  Manton,  415-252-2585,  atleast48  hours  before  the  meeting,  exceptfor  Monday  meetings,  for 
which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative  action  maybe  required  by  the 
San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  (San  Francisco  Campaign  and  Governmental  Conduct  Code  sections  2.1 00-2.1 60)  to 
register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact  the  Ethics 
Commission  at  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San  Francisco,  CA94102,  telephone  415/252-3100,  fax 41 5/252-31 12 
andhttp://www.sfethics.org/ethics/2009/12/lobbyist-ordinance-2010.html. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 

Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decision  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and 
other  agencies  ofthe  Cityand  County  existto  conduct  the  people’s  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are 
conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people’s  review. 

For  information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  (Chapter  67  ofthe  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code)  or  to 
reporta  violation  ofthe  ordinance,  contact  by  mail  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room 
244,  San  Francisco  CA94102;  phone  at  (415)  554-7724;  fax  at  (415)  554-7854;  or  by  email  atsotf@sfgov.org 

Citizens  mayobtain  a free  copy  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  by  printing  Chapter  67  ofthe  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code 
on  the  Internet,  at  http://www.sfbos.org/sunshine 
ACCESSIBLE  MEETING  POLICY 

Per  the  Americans  with  Disabilities  Act  and  the  Language  Access  Ordinance,  Chinese,  Spanish,  and/or  American  Sign 
Language  interpreters  will  be  available  upon  request.  Additionally,  every  effort  will  be  made  to  provide  a sound  enhancement 
system,  meeting  materials  in  alternative  formats,  and/or  a reader.  Minutes  maybe  translated  after  they  have  been  adopted 
by  the  Commission.  For  all  these  requests,  please  contact  Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review 
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Program  Manager,  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting  at  41 5-252-2585.  Late  requests  will  be  honored  if  possible.  The 
hearing  room  is  wheelchair  accessible. 

If ^'f'^sufti>48<J'B#i!cl:  415-252-2585  |r]  Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic 
Design  Review  Program  Manager  Jlfto  ^RTflfc»g, 

POLITICA  DE  ACCESO  A LA  REUNION 

De  acuerdo  con  la  Leysobre  Estadounidenses  con  Discapacidades  (Americans  with  Disabilities  Act)  y la  Ordenanza  de 
Acceso  a Idiomas  (Language  Access  Ordinance)  interpretes  de  chino,  espahol,  ylenguaje  de  sehas  estaran  disponibles 
de  ser  requeridos.  En  adicion,  se  hara  todo  el  esfuerzo  posible  para  proveer  un  sistema  mejoramiento  de  sonido, 
materiales  de  la  reunion  en  formatos  alternatives,  y/o  proveer  un  leedor.  Las  minutas  podran  ser  traducidas  luego  de  ser 
aprobadas  porla  Comision.  Para  solicitarestos  servicios.favorcontactara  Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special  Projects  and 
Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager,  por  lo  menos  48  horas  antes  de  la  reunion  al  415-252-2585.  Las  solicitudes 
tardias  seran  consideradas  de  ser  posible.  La  sala  de  audiencia  es  accesible  a silla  de  ruedas. 

PATAKARAN  PARA SAPAG-ACC ESS  NG  MGAMITING 

Ayon  sa  batas  ng  Americans  with  Disabilities  Act  at  ng  Language  Access  Ordinance,  maaring  mag-request  ng  mga 
tagapagsalin  wika  sa  salitang  Tsino,  Espanyol  at/o  sa  maykapansanan  pandinig  sa  American  Sign  Language.  Bukod  pa 
dito,  sisikapin  gawan  ng  paraan  na  makapaglaan  ng  gamit  upang  lalong  pabutihin  ang  inyong  pakikinig,  maibahagi  ang 
mga  kaganapan  ng  miting  sa  iba’tibang  anyo,  at/o  isang  tagapagbasa.  Ang  mga  kaganapan  ng  miting  ay  maaring  isalin  sa 
ibang  wika  matapos  ito  ayaprobahan  ng  komisyon.  Sa  mga  ganitong  uri  ng  kahilingan,  mangyari  po  lamang  makipag 
ugnayan  kayJill  Manton,  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager,  sa  415-252-2585. 
Magbigaypo  lamang  ng  hindi  bababa  sa  48  oras  na  abiso  bago  ng  miting.  Kung  maari,  ang  mga  late  na  hiling  ayposibleng 
tanggapin.  Ang  silid  ng  pagpupulungan  ayaccessible  sa  mga  naka  wheelchair. 
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MEETING  OF  THE  CIVIC  DESIGN  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 
OF  THE  SAN  FRANCISCO  ARTS  COMMISSION 

Monday,  June  16,  2014 

3:00  p.m. 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  70 


Revised  Minutes 


Committee  Chair  Cass  Calder  Smith  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  3:00  p.m. 

1.  Roll  Call 

Commissioners  Present 

Cass  Calder  Smith,  Chair 
Leo  Chow 
Dorka  Keehn 
Roberto  Ordehana 
Kimberlee  Stryker 
Commissioners  Absent 

None  GOVERN  . 

DOCUMENTS  DEP! 

Staff  Present 

Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Public  Art  Trust  and  Special  Initiatives 
Sharon  Page  Ritchie,  Commission  Secretary 

SAN  FRANC iS-!  1 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 

2.  North  Beach  Police  Station  and  Parking  Garage  at  766  Vallejo  Street,  AT&T  and  Verizon  Antenna 
Attachments:  Phase  3 

Omar  Masry,  Program  Manager,  City  Planning 

Mr.  Masry  presented  the  project  with  images  of  the  antennas,  explaining  how  their  visual  impact  was  minimized. 

The  Committee  discussed  the  project.  They  considered  the  Verizon  project  separately  from  the  AT&T  project, 
to  allow  Commissioner  Ordehana  to  recuse  himself  from  the  AT&T  approval. 
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There  was  no  public  comment,  and  the  first  motion  was  unanimously  approved  as  follows. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  3 of  the  North  Beach  Police  Station  and  Parking  Garage  at  766  Vallejo  Street  for 
Verizon  Antenna  Attachments. 

Commissioner  Ordenana  explained  that  AT&T  provides  funds  to  his  employer,  the  San  Francisco  Lesbian  Gay 
Bisexual  Transgender  Community  Center,  and  he  recused  himself  from  the  discussion  and  vote. 

There  was  no  public  comment,  and  the  second  motion  was  unanimously  approved  as  follows,  with  the  recusal 
of  Commissioner  Ordenana. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  3 of  the  North  Beach  Police  Station  and  Parking  Garage  at  766  Vallejo  Street  for 
AT&T  Antenna  Attachments. 


Because  the  presenters  for  the  next  project  were  not  yet  present,  Commissioner  Smith  took  New  Business 
and  Announcements  out  of  order. 


3.  New  Business  and  Announcements 

Ms.  Manton  reported  that  she  is  working  on  revising  the  Civic  Design  Review  guidelines,  including  research  on 
guidelines  from  other  jurisdictions.  She  asked  for  ideas  from  the  Committee.  They  said  that  the  guidelines 
should  focus  more  on  performance  than  a checklist  of  specifications.  Ms.  Manton  said  she  would  continue 
working  on  revisions,  and  would  bring  the  guidelines  to  the  Committee  for  review. 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

The  Committee  went  into  a brief  recess  at  3:12  p.m.  to  give  the  next  presenters  time  to  arrive. 

The  Committee  returned  from  recess  at  3:16  p.m.,  with  all  members  present. 

4.  Oceanside  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant,  Building  930  Awning  Replacement:  Phases  1 and  2 

Michael  Pierron,  Project  Architect,  Department  of  Public  Works 
Jose  Oscar  Recinos,  Associate  Architect,  Department  of  Public  Works 
Brian  Calamagno,  Project  Manager,  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 
Sue  Chen,  Project  Manager,  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 
Peter  Wong,  Architect,  Department  of  Public  Works 

The  design  team  presented  the  project,  explaining  that  the  entire  canopy  needs  to  be  replaced,  and  they  are 
using  essentially  the  same  layout,  structure  and  concept  as  the  existing  canopy,  but  at  a different  size  and  with 
different  materials.  They  presented  material  samples,  including  a corrosion-resistant  stainless  steel  and 
polycarbonate  for  the  panels. 

The  Committee  noted  that  corrosion  of  stainless  steel  can  be  caused  by  different  things,  and  reminded  the 
team  to  thoroughly  research  and  keep  in  mind  which  elements  were  relevant  at  this  site.  The  Committee  also 
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discussed  the  support  system  for  the  canopy. 

There  was  no  public  comment,  and  the  motion  was  approved  as  follows. 

Motion  to  approve  Phases  1 and  2 of  the  Oceanside  Water  Pollution  Control  Plant,  Building  930  Awning 
Replacement  Project. 

5.  Public  Comment 

There  was  no  further  public  comment. 

6.  Adjournment 

There  being  no  further  business,  the  meeting  was  adjourned  at  3:30  p.m. 
spr  7/10/14 


Language  Accessibility 

Translated  written  materials  and  interpretation  services  are  available  to  you  at  no  cost.  For 
assistance,  please  notify  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager  Jill 
Manton,  415-252-2585,  jill.manton@sfgov.org. 

£ Pwt&SJ],  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design 
Review  Program  Manager  Jill  Manton,  415-252-2585,  jill.manton@sfgov.org. 

Materiales  traducidos  y servicios  de  interpretacion  estan  disponibles  para  usted  de  manera  gratuita.  Para 
asistencia,  notifique  a Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager  Jill  Manton, 

41 5-252-2585,  jill.manton@sfgov.org. 

Ang  mga  materyales  na  nakasalin  sa  ibang  wika  at  ang  mga  serbisyong  tagapagsalin  sa  wika  ay  walang  bayad. 
Para  sa  tulong,  maaring  i-contact  si  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager  Jill 
Manton,  415-252-2585,  jill.manton@sfgov.org. 
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SAN  FRANCISCO  ARTS  COMMISSION 
CIVIC  DESIGN  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 

Monday,  July  21, 2014 

2:00  p.m. 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  70 


Revised  Agenda  GOVERNMENT 

DOCUMENTS  DEPT 

1.  Roll  Call 

2.  Public  Comment 

(This  item  is  to  allow  members  of  the  public  to  comment  generally  on 
as  to  suggest  new  agenda  items  for  the  Committee’s  consideration.) 

3.  Van  Ness  Bus  Rapid  Transit:  Phase  1 

,7  Action 

Approximately 45  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  April  15,  2013,  February  10,  2014. 

Peter  Gabancho,  Project  Manager,  Municipal  Transportation  Agency 
' Will  Kwan,  Project  Architect,  Department  of  Public  Works-Building  Design  and  Construction 
Martha  Ketterer,  Landscape  Architect,  Department  of  Public  Works-Building  Design  and  Construction 
Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form,  Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  Van  Ness  Bus  Rapid  Transit  Project. 


JUL  1 8 2014 

SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 

matters  within  the  Committee’s  purview  as  well 


4.  Daggett  Park:  Phase  3 

Action 

Approximately 20  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  January  23,  2012,  February  13,  2012. 

Greg  Christopher,  Project  Manager,  EQR 

David  Baker,  Project  Architect,  David  Baker  Architects 

Chris  Guillard,  Landscape  Architect,  Conger  Moss  Guillard 

Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form,  Presentation  Part  1 .Presentation  Part  2 
Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  3 of  the  Daggett  Park  Project. 


5.  Sunol  Yard  Improvements:  Phase  2 

Action 

Approximately 30  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  May21 , 2012,  April  15,2013. 
Bryan  Dessaure,  Project  Manager,  Public  Utilities  Commission 
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Stanley  So,  Project  Architect,  Department  of  Public  Works-Building  Design  and  Construction 
Martha  Ketterer,  Landscape  Architect,  Department  of  Public  Works-Building  Design  and  Construction 
Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form,  Presentation, 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  2 of  the  Sunol  Yard  Improvements  Project. 


6.  Regional  Groundwater  Storage  and  Recovery  Project:  Phase  3 

Action 

Approximately  15  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  September  20, 2010,  August  15,  2011, October  21, 201 3. 

Greg  Bartow,  Project  Manager,  Public  Utilities  Commission 

Michael  Pierron  and  Edmund  Shum,  Project  Architects,  Department  of  Public  Works-Building  Design  and 
Construction 

Martha  Ketterer,  Landscape  Architect,  Department  of  Public  Works-Building  Design  and  Construction 
Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form,  Architectural  Drawings  Part  1 .Architectural  Drawings  Part 
2,  Exterior  Elevation  Drawings,  Landscape  Drawings 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  3 of  the  Regional  Groundwater  Storage  and  Recovery  Project. 


7.  Alameda  Creek  Diversion  Dam  Passage — Electrical  Control  Buildings:  Phase  2 

Action 

Approximately  15  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  March  17,  2014,  April  21, 2014. 

Ravi  Krishaiah,  Project  Manager,  Public  Utilities  Commission 

Kent  Ford,  Project  Architect,  Department  of  Public  Works-Building  Design  and  Construction 
Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form,  Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  2 of  the  Alameda  Creek  Diversion  Dam  Passage — Electrical 
Control  Buildings  Project. 


8.  Exterior  Treatments  to  Southeast  Community  Facility:  Phase  2 

Action 

Approximately 30  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  May  19,  2014. 

Shelby  Campbell,  Project  Manager,  Public  Utilities  Commission 

Marilyn  Thompson,  Project  Architect,  Department  of  Public  Works-Building  Design  and  Construction 
Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form , Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  2 of  the  Exterior  Treatments  to  Southeast  Community  Facility 
Project. 


9.  Alameda  Creek  Watershed  Center  in  Sunol:  Phase  2 

Action 

Approximately  30  minutes 
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| This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  September  16,  2013. 

| Bryan  Dessaure,  Project  Manager,  Public  Utilities  Commission 

Paul  DeFreitas,  Lead  Designer,  Department  of  Public  Works--Building  Design  and  Construction 
; Martha  Ketterer,  Landscape  Architect,  Department  of  Public  Works-Building  Design  and  Construction 
Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form,  Presentation  Part  1 .Presentation  Part  2 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  2 of  the  Alameda  Creek  Watershed  Center  in  Sunol  Project. 

10.  New  Business  and  Announcements 

i (This  item  is  to  allow  Commissioners  to  introduce  new  agenda  items  for  consideration.) 

11.  Adjournment 

spr  7/18/14 

Notices 

Explanatory  documents  listed  above,  as  well  as  documents  created  or  distributed  after  the  posting  of  this  agenda  to  the  Arts 
Commission  will  be  available  for  public  inspection  and  copying  at  the  Arts  Commission  office,  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite 
345,  San  Francisco,  CA 94102,  during  regular  business  hours.  Info:  Jill  Manton,  415-252-2585.  PLEASE  NOTE:  The  Arts 
Commission  often  receives  documents  created  or  submitted  by  other  City  officials,  agencies  or  departments  after  the 
posting  of  the  Arts  Commission  agenda.  For  such  documents  or  presentations,  members  of  the  public  may  wish  to  contact 
the  originating  agency  if  they  seek  documents  not  yet  provided  to  the  Arts  Commission. 

Public  comment  in  regard  to  specific  items  will  be  taken  before  or  during  consideration  of  the  item. 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited  at  this  meeting. 
Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  of  anyperson(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use 
of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

In  order  to  assistthe  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple 
chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  maybe  sensitive 
to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City  accommodate  these  individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to  participate  in  the 
meeting,  please  contact  Jill  Manton,  415-252-2585,  atleast48  hours  before  the  meeting,  exceptfor  Monday  meetings,  for 
1 which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  orattemptto  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative  action  maybe  required  bythe 
San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  (San  Francisco  Campaign  and  Governmental  Conduct  Code  sections  2.100-2.160)  to 
register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact  the  Ethics 
Commission  at  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San  Francisco,  CA94102,  telephone  415/252-3100,  fax41 5/252-31 12 
andhttp://www.sfethics.org/ethics/2009/12/lobbyist-ordinance-20 10.html. 
i KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 

, Government’s  dutyis  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decision  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and 
■ other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  existto  conduct  the  people’s  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are 
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conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people’s  review. 

For  information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  (Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code)  orto 
reporta  violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  by  mail  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room 
244,  San  Francisco  CA  94102;  phone  at  (415)  554-7724;  fax  at  (415)  554-7854;  or  by  email  atsotf@sfgov.org 

Citizens  may  obtain  a free  copy  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  by  printing  Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code 
on  the  Internet,  at  http://www.sfbos.org/sunshine 
ACCESSIBLE  MEETING  POLICY 

Per  the  Americans  with  Disabilities  Act  and  the  Language  Access  Ordinance,  Chinese,  Spanish,  and/or  American  Sign 
Language  interpreters  will  be  available  upon  request.  Additionally,  every  effort  will  be  made  to  provide  a sound  enhancement 
system,  meeting  materials  in  alternative  formats,  and/ora  reader.  Minutes  may  be  translated  aftertheyhave  been  adopted 
by  the  Commission.  For  all  these  requests,  please  contact  Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review 
Program  Manager,  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting  at  41 5-252-2585.  Late  requests  will  be  honored  if  possible.  The 
hearing  room  is  wheelchair  accessible. 

IpOT#  m m, 

415-252-2585  In]  Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic 
Design  Review  Program  Manager  Jlft.  ft$ilftlKjt&^, 

POLITICADE  ACCESO  A LA  REUNION 

De  acuerdo  con  la  Leysobre  Estadounidenses  con  Discapacidades  (Americans  with  Disabilities  Act)  y la  Ordenanza  de 
Accesp  a Idiomas  (Language  Access  Ordinance)  interpretes  de  chino,  espanol,  ylenguaje  de  sefias  estaran  disponibles 
de  ser  requeridos.  En  adicion,  se  hara  todo  el  esfuerzo  posible  para  proveer  un  sistema  mejoramiento  de  sonido, 
materiales  de  la  reunion  en  formatos  alternatives,  y/o  proveer  un  leedor.  Las  minutas  podran  sertraducidas  luego  de  ser 
aprobadas  porla  Comision.  Para  solicitar  estos  servicios,  favor  contactar  a Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special  Projects  and 
Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager,  por  lo  menos  48  horas  antes  de  la  reunion  al  415-252-2585.  Las  solicitudes 
tardias  seran  consideradas  de  ser  posible.  La  sala  de  audiencia  es  accesible  a silla  de  ruedas. 

PATAKARAN  PARASAPAG-ACCESS  NG  MGAMITING 

Ayon  sa  batas  ng  Americans  with  Disabilities  Actatng  Language  Access  Ordinance,  maaring  mag-request  ng  mga 
tagapagsalin  wika  sa  salitang  Tsino,  Espanyol  at/o  sa  may  kapansanan  pandinig  sa  American  Sign  Language.  Bukod  pa 
dito,  sisikapin  gawan  ng  paraan  na  makapaglaan  ng  gamit  upang  lalong  pabutihin  ang  inyong  pakikinig,  maibahagi  ang 
mga  kaganapan  ng  miting  sa  iba’t  ibang  anyo,  at/o  isang  tagapagbasa.  Ang  mga  kaganapan  ng  miting  ay  maaring  isalin  sa 
ibang  wika  matapos  ito  ayaprobahan  ng  komisyon.  Sa  mga  ganitong  uri  ng  kahilingan,  mangyari  po  lamang  makipag 
ugnayan  kay  Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager,  sa  415-252-2585. 
Magbigaypo  lamang  ng  hindi  bababa  sa  48  oras  na  abiso  bago  ng  miting.  Kung  maari,  ang  mga  late  na  hiling  ayposibleng 
tanggapin.  Ang  silid  ng  pagpupulungan  ayaccessible  sa  mga  naka  wheelchair. 
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Civic  Design  Review  Committee  - July  21, 2014 

MEETING  OF  THE  CIVIC  DESIGN  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 
OF  THE  SAN  FRANCISCO  ARTS  COMMISSION 

Monday,  July  21,  2014 

2:00  p.m. 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  70 


Minutes 


Committee  Chair  Cass  Calder  Smith  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  2:05  p.m. 

1.  Roll  Call 

Commissioners  Present 

Cass  Calder  Smith,  Chair 
Leo  Chow 
Kimberlee  Stryker 
Commissioners  Absent 
Dorka  Keehn 
Roberto  Ordehana 

Staff  Present 

Tom  DeCaigny,  Director  of  Cultural  Affairs 

Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Public  Art  Trust  and  Special  Initiatives 

Sharon  Page  Ritchie,  Commission  Secretary 

GOVERNMENT 
DOCUMENTS  DEP' 

2.  Public  Comment 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

SAN  FRANCISCO 

3.  Van  Ness  Bus  Rapid  Transit:  Phase  1 

Peter  Gabancho,  Project  Manager,  Municipal  Transportation  Agency 

Will  Kwan,  Project  Architect,  Department  of  Public  Works-Building  Design  and  Construction 

Martha  Ketterer,  Landscape  Architect,  Department  of  Public  Works-Building  Design  and  Construction 

The  team  presented  the  project  and  explained  the  changes  made  since  the  last  review.  They  discussed  the 
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concept,  organization  and  elements  of  the  streetscape,  and  the  variations  in  conditions  and  restrictions  along 
the  length  of  Van  Ness  Avenue.  They  presented  four  design  options  (A,  B,  C and  D)  for  the  stations,  with 
varying  treatments  of  paneling,  screening  and  lighting.  Finally,  they  presented  a “fly-through”  simulation  of  the 
streetscape  from  both  the  pedestrian  and  driver  vantage  point. 

The  Committee  discussed  the  project,  the  design  options  and  their  implications  for  pedestrian  and  vehicle 
traffic  flow,  the  tree  selection  and  placement  and  other  elements,  such  as  the  Caltrans-required  curbside 
“buffer  zone”  and  the  paving  pattern  at  the  station.  They  praised  the  work  done  so  far  on  the  project  and  made 
several  suggestions. 

Public  Comment: 

A speaker  said  there  should  be  shelter  overhead  for  the  bus  stops,  particularly  to  protect  elders  and  people  in 
electric  wheelchairs  with  exposed  battery  packs. 

There  was  no  further  public  comment,  and  the  motion  was  unanimously  approved  as  follows. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  Van  Ness  Bus  Rapid  Transit  Project,  contingent  upon:  (1 ) developing  a 
different  solution  for  the  sidewalk  buffer  which  is  better  integrated  into  the  sidewalk;  (2)  using  “Option  D”  for  the 
preferred  treatment  of  the  screen  with  the  lights  integrated;  (3)  editing  the  number  of  trees  and  deleting  the 
double  row  where  it  occurs  on  the  median;  (4)  considering  climate  change  and  the  form  of  trees  in  relation  to 
bus  heights. 

4.  Sunol  Yard  Improvements:  Phase  2 

Bryan  Dessaure,  Project  Manager,  Public  Utilities  Commission 

Stanley  So,  Project  Architect,  Department  of  Public  Works-Building  Design  and  Construction 
Martha  Ketterer,  Landscape  Architect,  Department  of  Public  Works-Building  Design  and  Construction 

The  team  began  by  noting  that  this  was  part  of  a larger  Public  Utilities  Commission  project  along  with  the 
Alameda  Creek  Watershed  Project  below,  but  that  the  two  items  were  being  considered  separately  for 
purposes  of  this  review. 

The  team  presented  the  project,  focusing  on  changes  made  since  the  prior  review,  including  further 
development  of  the  landscape  design  and  materials  palette. 

The  Committee  discussed  the  changes,  including  landscape  and  water  supply,  surface  finishes,  the  possibility 
of  using  photovoltaic  panels,  signage  and  lighting. 

There  was  no  public  comment,  and  the  motion  was  unanimously  approved  as  follows. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  2 of  the  Sunol  Yard  Improvements  Project,  with  the  recommendation  that  the  team 
(1 ) reconsider  the  silver  metallic  roof  finish;  (2)  consider  a more  horizontal  and  linear  emphasis  in  the  concrete 
block  and  grouting;  (3)  carefully  study  the  finish  texture  of  the  stucco;  (4)  develop  an  integrated  design  for 
signage  and  lighting. 
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5.  Alameda  Creek  Watershed  Center  in  Sunol:  Phase  2 

Bryan  Dessaure,  Project  Manager,  Public  Utilities  Commission 

Paul  DeFreitas,  Lead  Designer,  Department  of  Public  Works-Building  Design  and  Construction 
Martha  Ketterer,  Landscape  Architect,  Department  of  Public  Works-Building  Design  and  Construction 

The  team  presented  the  project,  noting  that  it  was  important  for  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  to  think  of  this 
and  the  preceding  item  as  a single  project,  even  though  they  were  being  reviewed  separately.  They  added  that 
there  had  been  a good  deal  of  public  interest  as  a result  of  their  outreach  over  the  last  year. 

They  described  the  site  and  its  uses,  and  reviewed  the  design  concept,  including  the  landscape  plan  featuring 
a variety  of  plant  communities,  representing  various  California  landscapes.  They  reviewed  material  samples 
and  plant  selection. 

The  Committee  praised  the  team’s  efforts  to  interpret  the  variety  of  landscapes  to  visitors  and  expressed 
some  concern  about  how  that  variety  worked  at  this  small  scale.  They  discussed  the  layout  of  paths,  the  roof 
treatment,  the  design  and  placement  of  windows  and  doors  and  the  materials  palette.  They  recommended 
further  informal  review  and  made  the  following  suggestions:  consider  a champagne  finish  instead  of  silver; 
clarify  landscape  design  for  scale  and  conditions  of  site;  re-evaluate  the  runnel  system  in  a natural  context; 
consider  reducing  the  number  of  paths  and/or  modifying  their  layout;  change  the  ring  path,  which  isolates  the 
pond,  to  a single  path  entering  that  landscape;  choose  the  color  of  the  concrete  to  be  sympathetic  with  the 
ground;  consider  exposing  the  underside  of  the  roof,  possibly  acknowledging  the  center  break  more  explicitly; 
intentionally  consider  openings  in  the  walls,  framing  specific  views  in  the  landscape;  further  consider  the 
treatment  of  the  back  door  of  the  building;  informal  review  before  resubmission  for  Phase  2 approval. 

There  was  no  public  comment,  and  there  was  no  motion. 

6.  Daggett  Park:  Phase  3 

Greg  Christopher,  Project  Manager,  EQR 

David  Baker,  Project  Architect,  David  Baker  Architects 

Chris  Guillard,  Landscape  Architect,  Conger  Moss  Guillard 

The  design  team  reviewed  the  project  and  its  schedule,  noting  the  change  in  ownership  of  the  property.  They 
discussed  changes  made  since  the  last  review  and  showed  material  samples. 

The  Committee  briefly  discussed  the  materials. 

There  was  no  public  comment,  and  the  motion  was  unanimously  approved  as  follows. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  3 of  the  Daggett  Park  Project. 

7.  Regional  Groundwater  Storage  and  Recovery  Project:  Phase  3 

Greg  Bartow,  Project  Manager,  Public  Utilities  Commission 

Michael  Pierron  and  Edmund  Shum,  Project  Architects,  Department  of  Public  Works-Building  Design  and 
Construction 
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Martha  Ketterer,  Landscape  Architect,  Department  of  Public  Works-Building  Design  and  Construction 
The  team  reviewed  the  project  and  noted  small  changes  made  since  the  last  review. 

There  was  no  public  comment,  and  the  motion  was  unanimously  approved  as  follows. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  3 of  the  Regional  Groundwater  Storage  and  Recovery  Project. 

8.  Alameda  Creek  Diversion  Dam  Passage-— Electrical  Control  Buildings:  Phase  2 

Ravi  Krishaiah,  Project  Manager,  Public  Utilities  Commission 

Kent  Ford,  Project  Architect,  Department  of  Public  Works-Building  Design  and  Construction 
The  team  reviewed  the  project  and  the  changes  made  since  the  last  review. 

The  Committee  discussed  the  project,  including  a few  changes  to  the  color  palette  and  the  roof  treatment. 
They  suggested  an  interim  informal  review. 

There  was  no  public  comment,  and  the  motion  was  unanimously  approved  as  follows. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  2 of  the  Alameda  Creek  Diversion  Dam  Passage— Electrical  Control  Buildings 
Project,  contingent  upon:  (1 ) connecting  the  roofs  of  the  two  buildings  and  extending  the  roof  to  shelter  the 
other  equipment,  allowing  reduction  of  the  secure  area;  (2)  placing  all  photovoltaic  panels  on  the  roof; 

(3)  making  all  of  the  metal,  including  the  fencing,  black  rather  than  green. 


9.  Exterior  Treatments  to  Southeast  Community  Facility:  Phase  2 

Shelby  Campbell,  Project  Manager,  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 

Marilyn  Thompson,  Project  Architect,  San  Francisco  Department  of  Public  Works-Building  Design  and 

Construction 

The  team  discussed  changes  made  in  the  project  since  the  last  review,  including  different  placements  of  the 
fins,  and  a study  of  how  they  affect  sunlight  through  the  course  of  the  day  at  different  times  of  the  year. 

The  Committee  discussed  the  choice  of  trees  and  landscape  design,  some  changes  to  the  comer  treatment, 
the  color  palette  and  the  fin  design. 

There  was  no  public  comment,  and  the  motion  was  unanimously  approved  as  follows. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  2 of  the  Exterior  Treatments  to  Southeast  Community  Facility  Project,  contingent 
upon:  (1 ) making  the  planter  along  the  edge  a single  level  rather  than  stepped;  (2)  better  integrating  the 
benches  on  the  paved  stripes  for  a three-dimensional  effect;  (3)  strengthening  the  grid  and  making  the  planting 
in  the  triangular  corner  taller  and  more  lush;  (4)  further  developing  the  screen  panel  design  and  studying  the 
edge  of  the  panels  where  they  meet  the  building;  (5)  strengthening  the  color  palette;  (6)  considering  redesign 
of  the  signage  to  better  integrate  with  the  opening;  (7)  studying  the  top  and  bottom  areas  on  Oakdale  Street 
relative  to  the  placement  of  the  screens. 
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10.  New  Business  and  Announcements 

There  was  no  new  business  or  announcements. 

11 . Adjournment 

There  being  no  further  business,  the  meeting  was  adjourned  at  4:56  p.m. 
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Language  Accessibility 

Translated  written  materials  and  interpretation  services  are  available  to  you  at  no  cost.  For 
assistance,  please  notify  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager  Jill 
Manton,  415-252-2585,  jill.manton@sfgov.org. 

ft Iwt&lA,  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design 
Review  Program  Manager  Jill  Manton,  41 5-252-2585,  jill.manton@sfgov.org. 

Materiales  traducidos  y servicios  de  interpretacion  estan  disponibles  para  usted  de  manera  gratuita.  Para 
asistencia,  notifique  a Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager  Jill  Manton, 

41 5-252-2585,  jill.manton@sfgov.org. 

Ang  mga  materyales  na  nakasalin  sa  ibang  wika  at  ang  mga  serbisyong  tagapagsalin  sa  wika  ay  walang  bayad. 
Para  sa  tulong,  maaring  i-contact  si  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager  Jill 
Manton,  415-252-2585,  jill.manton@sfgov.org. 
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SAN  FRANCISCO  ARTS  COMMISSION 
CIVIC  DESIGN  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 


Monday,  August  18,  2014 

2:00  p.m. 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  70 


0.1 


Agenda 


GOVERNMENT 


p/W 


DOCUMENTS  DEPT 


AUG  1 5 2014 


1.  Roll  Call 


SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


2.  Public  Comment 

(This  item  is  to  allow  members  of  the  public  to  comment  generally  on  matters  within  the  Committee’s  purview  as  well 
as  to  suggest  new  agenda  items  for  the  Committee’s  consideration.) 

3.  Guy  Place  Park:  Phase  2 

Action 

Approximately  30  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  March  17,  2014,  May  19,  2014. 

Marvin  Yee,  Project  Manager,  Recreation  and  Park  Department 

Martha  Ketterer,  Project  Landscape  Architect,  Department  of  Public  Works-Building  Design  and  Construction 
Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form,  Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  2 of  the  Guy  Place  Park  project. 

4.  Balboa  Park  Pool:  Phase  1 

Action 

Approximately 45  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  April  21, 2014. 

Toks  Ajike,  Project  Manager,  Recreation  and  Park  Department 
ELS/Kuth  Ranieri  JV,  Project  Architects 

Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form,  Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  1 ofthe  Balboa  Park  Pool  project. 

5.  Southeast  Plant  Building  522  (521A)  Electrical/HPU  Building:  Phase  1 

Action 

Approximately  15  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  May  19,  2014,  July  21, 2014. 

Kent  Ford,  Project  Architect,  Bureau  of  Design  and  Construction,  Department  of  Public  Works 
Jignesh  Desai,  Project  Manager,  Public  Utilities  Commission 

Martha  Ketterer,  Landscape  Architect,  Department  of  Public  Works-BOilding  Design  and  Construction 
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Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form,  Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  Southeast  Plant  Building  522  (521A)  Electrical/HPU 
Building  project. 


6.  Alameda  Creek  Diversion  Dam/Fish  Passage  Facilities — Electrical  Control  Building:  Phase  3 

Action 

Approximately  15  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  April  21, 2014,  July  21 , 2014. 

Kent  Ford,  Project  Architect,  Department  of  Public  Works-Building  Design  and  Construction 
Ravi  Krishnaiah,  Project  Manager,  Public  Utilities  Commission 
Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form,  Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  3 of  the  Alameda  Creek  Diversion  Dam/Fish  Passage  Facilities 
— Electrical  Control  Building  project. 


7.  San  Francisco  Airport  (“SFO”)  Terminal  3 East:  Phase  3 

Action 

Approximately  15  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  June  17,  2013,  December  16,  2013. 

Judi  Mosqueda,  Project  Manager,  SFO  Design  and  Construction 
Gary  Brandau  and  Terence  Young,  Project  Architects,  Gensler 
Explanatory  documents:  Presentation  Parti,  Presentation  Part  2 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  3 of  the  San  Francisco  Airport  (“SFO”)  Terminal  3 East  project. 


8 Golden  Gate  Recycled  Water  Pump  Station  and  Reservoir:  Phase  1 

Action 

Approximately  30  minutes 

This  project  was  not  previously  reviewed. 

Barbara  Palacios,  Project  Manager,  Public  Utilities  Commission 

Michael  Pierron,  Project  Architect,  Department  of  Public  Works-Building  Design  and  Construction 
Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form,  Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  Golden  Gate  Recycled  Water  Pump  Station  and 
Reservoir  project. 

9.  Fire  Station  #5:  Informational  Presentation 

Discussion 

Approximately  30  minutes 

This  project  was  not  previously  reviewed. 

Gabriella  Judd  Cirelli,  Project  Manager,  Department  of  Public  Works-Building  Design  and  Construction 
Alejandro  Pimentel,  Architectural  Associate,  Department  of  Public  Works-Building  Design  and  Construction 
Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form , Presentation 
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10.  Visual  Arts  Committee  Update 

Discussion 

Approximately  10  minutes 

Commissioner  Dorka  Keehn,  Chair,  Visual  Arts  Committee 
Report  on  projects  before  the  Visual  Arts  Committee. 

11.  New  Business  and  Announcements 

(This  item  is  to  allow  Commissioners  to  introduce  new  agenda  items  for  consideration.) 

12.  Adjournment 
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Notices 

Explanatory  documents  listed  above,  as  well  as  documents  created  or  distributed  after  the  posting  of  this  agenda  to  the  Arts 
Commission  will  be  available  for  public  inspection  and  copying  at  the  Arts  Commission  office,  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite 
345,  San  Francisco,  CA94102,  during  regular  business  hours.  Info:  Jill  Manton,  415-252-2585.  PLEASE  NOTE.  The  Arts 
Commission  often  receives  documents  created  or  submitted  by  other  City  officials,  agencies  or  departments  after  the 
posting  of  the  Arts  Commission  agenda.  For  such  documents  or  presentations,  members  of  the  public  may  wish  to  contact 
the  originating  agency  if  they  seek  documents  not  yet  provided  to  the  Arts  Commission. 

Public  comment  in  regard  to  specific  items  will  be  taken  before  or  during  consideration  of  the  item. 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited  at  this  meeting. 
Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  of  any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use 
of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

In  orderto  assistthe  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple 
chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  maybe  sensitive 
to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City  accommodate  these  individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to  participate  in  the 
meeting,  please  contact  Jill  Manton,  415-252-2585,  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting,  except  for  Monday  meetings,  for 
which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative  action  maybe  required  bythe 
San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  (San  Francisco  Campaign  and  Governmental  Conduct  Code  sections  2.100-2.160)  to 
register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact  the  Ethics 
Commission  at  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San  Francisco,  CA94102,  telephone  415/252-3100,  fax 41 5/252-31 12 
andhttp://www.sfethics.org/ethics/2009/12/lobbyist-ordinance-2010.html. 

KNOWYOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 

Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decision  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and 
other  agencies  of  the  Cityand  County  existto  conduct  the  people’s  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are 
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conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people’s  review. 

For  information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  (Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code)  or  to 
reporta  violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  by  mail  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room 
244,  San  Francisco  CA94102;  phone  at  (415)  554-7724;  fax  at  (415)  554-7854;  or  by  email  atsotf@sfgov.org 

Citizens  may  obtain  a free  copyofthe  Sunshine  Ordinance  byprinting  Chapter  67  ofthe  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code 
on  the  Internet,  at  http://www.sfbos.org/sunshine 
ACCESSIBLE  MEETING  POLICY 

Per  the  Americans  with  Disabilities  Act  and  the  Language  Access  Ordinance,  Chinese,  Spanish,  and/or  American  Sign 
Language  interpreters  will  be  available  upon  request.  Additionally,  every  effort  will  be  made  to  provide  a sound  enhancement 
system,  meeting  materials  in  alternative  formats,  and/or  a reader.  Minutes  maybe  translated  after  they  have  been  adopted 
by  the  Commission.  For  all  these  requests,  please  contact  Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review 
Program  Manager,  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting  at  41 5-252-2585.  Late  requests  will  be  honored  if  possible.  The 
hearing  room  is  wheelchair  accessible. 

If  415-252-2585  |r]  Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic 

Design  Review  Program  Manager  JliiSo  iflitc 

POLITICA  DE  ACCESO  A LA  REUNION 

De  acuerdo  con  la  Ley  sobre  Estadounidenses  con  Discapacidades  (Americans  with  Disabilities  Act)  y la  Ordenanza  de 
Acceso  a Idiomas  (Language  Access  Ordinance)  interpretes  de  chino,  espanol,  y lenguaje  de  sefias  estaran  disponibles 
de  ser  requeridos.  En  adicion,  se  hara  todo  el  esfuerzo  posible  para  proveer  un  sistema  mejoramiento  de  sonido, 
materiales  de  la  reunion  en  formatos  alternatives , y/o  proveer  un  leedor.  Las  minutas  podran  sertraducidas  luego  de  ser 
aprobadas  por  la  Comision.  Para  solicitarestos  servicios,  favorcontactara  Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special  Projects  and 
Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager,  por  lo  menos  48  horas  antes  de  la  reunion  al  415-252-2585.  Las  solicitudes 
tardias  seran  consideradas  de  ser  posible.  La  sala  de  audiencia  es  accesible  a silla  de  ruedas. 

PATAKARAN  PARA  SA  PAG-ACCESS  NG  MGA  MITING 

Ayon  sa  batas  ng  Americans  with  Disabilities  Act  at  ng  Language  Access  Ordinance,  maaring  mag-request  ng  mga 
tagapagsalin  wika  sa  salitang  Tsino,  Espanyol  at/o  sa  may  kapansanan  pandinig  sa  American  Sign  Language.  Bukod  pa 
dito,  sisikapin  gawan  ng  paraan  na  makapaglaan  ng  gamit  upang  lalong  pabutihin  ang  inyong  pakikinig,  maibahagi  ang 
mga  kaganapan  ng  miting  sa  iba’t  ibang  anyo,  at/o  isang  tagapagbasa.  Ang  mga  kaganapan  ng  miting  ay  maaring  isalin  sa 
ibang  wika  matapos  ito  ayaprobahan  ng  komisyon.  Sa  mga  ganitong  uri  ng  kahilingan,  mangyari  po  lamang  makipag 
ugnayan  kay  Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager,  sa  415-252-2585. 
Magbigaypo  lamang  ng  hindi  bababa  sa  48  oras  na  abiso  bago  ng  miting.  Kung  maari,  ang  mga  late  na  hiling  ay  posibleng  ; 
tanggapin.  Ang  silid  ng  pagpupulungan  ay  accessible  sa  mga  naka  wheelchair. 
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MEETING  OF  THE  CIVIC  DESIGN  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 
OF  THE  SAN  FRANCISCO  ARTS  COMMISSION 

Monday,  August  18,  2014 

2:00  p.m. 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  70 

Minutes 

Committee  Chair  Cass  Calder  Smith  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  2:04  p.m. 

1.  Roll  Call 

Commissioners  Present 

Cass  Calder  Smith,  Chair 
Dorka  Keehn 
Roberto  Ordenana 

$ 

" Kim berlee  Stryker 

Kathrin  Moore,  ex  officio 

i/J 

Commissioners  Absent 

None 

Staff  Present 

Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Public  Art  Trust  and  Special  Initiatives 
Sharon  Page  Ritchie,  Commission  Secretary 

2.  Public  Comment 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

3.  Guy  Place  Park:  Phase  2 

Marvin  Yee,  Project  Manager,  Recreation  and  Park  Department 
Martha  Ketterer,  Landscape  Architect,  Department  of  Public  Works-Building  Design  and  Construction 

The  team  presented  the  projectand  reviewed  the  changes  made  in  response  to  the  Committee’s  prior  comments, 
and  theypresented  the  developer’s  streetscape  plan.  The  team  discussed  the  water  features,  addressing  their  very 
low  water  use  and  explaining  that  they  would  still  be  very  attractive  even  when  the  water  is  turned  off.  Theypresented 
material  samples  and  reviewed  the  plant  selections. 

The  Committee  appreciated  the  work  done  since  the  last  review.  They  preferred  the  heavier  gauge  mesh  presented, 
and  discussed  the  plant  selection,  lighting  and  the  view  corridor. 

Public  Comment: 

Katina  Johnson  explained  thatshe  was  a resident  of  Guy  Place,  and  had  worked  with  the  Office  of  Community 
Investment  and  Infrastructure.  She  said  the  street  was  really  small  and  quiet,  and  she  thought  the  park’s  design  was 
great,  creating  a quiet  oasis.  She  said  that  it  fit  well  with  the  eventual  view,  and  the  columns  were  a good  height.  She 
said  that  parks  were  in  short  supply  in  the  neighborhood,  and  the  neighbors  really  want  this  park,  but  don't  believe  it 
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will  happen.  She  urged  the  Committee  to  approve  it. 

Chris  Jacks  said  that  he  lives  on  First  Street,  and  was  eagerlyawaiting  the  completion  of  the  park.  He  also 
commented  on  the  view  corridor.  He  thought  it  was  important  to  pay  attention  to  the  height  of  the  bamboo,  and  noted 
that  in  other  locations  bamboo  had  been  cut  down  and  removed  because  it  grew  too  tall.  He  also  said  that  manyof 
the  neighbors  have  picture  windows  looking  out  over  the  site  and  asked  the  design  team  to  be  mindful  that  any 
lighting  in  the  park  would  not  shine  into  the  neighbors’  windows. 

There  was  no  further  public  comment,  and  the  motion  was  unanimouslyapproved  as  follows. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  2 of  the  Guy  Place  Park  project,  contingent  upon:  (1)  using  the  square  mesh  in  the  heavier 
gauge  presented;  (2)  using  more  lights,  atleasttwo  per  column,  making  sure  not  to  shine  them  toward  the  south  into 
the  windows  ofthe  facing  building;  (3)  limiting  the  height  of  bamboo  around  the  perimeter  of  the  park  to  ensure  that  it 
does  not  diminish  the  view  corridor;  (4)  reviewing  the  choice  offence,  gates  and  basin. 

Ms.  Manton  agreed  to  plan  an  informal  review  in  the  coming  weeks. 

4.  Balboa  Park  Pool:  Phase  1 

Toks  Ajike,  Project  Manager,  Recreation  and  Park  Department 
Bryon  Kuth  and  Mike  McGroarty,  ELS/Kuth  Ranieri  JV,  Project  Architects 

The  design  team  reviewed  the  project,  its  budget  and  design  priorities.  They  presented  changes  since  the  last 
review,  and  responses  to  comments  from  the  community. 

The  Committee  noted  that  the  current  drawings  illustrated  a blank  wall  and  plantings  where  the  team  said  that  a 
service  door  would  be  placed.  Theydiscussed  other  elements  ofthe  project,  including  materials  proposed  and  how 
the  budget  might  constrain  the  project.  Theydiscussed  ideas  for  adaptive  reuse  and  material  finishes  to  help  with 
costs,  and  referred  to-the  work  of  Tadao  Ando  and  the  “art  of  concrete.”  They  requested  further  work  on  the  design  of 
the  community  room  and  its  entry,  studyofthe  lightfrom  the  interior  through  the  new  windows  in  the  pool  area,  and 
resolution  ofthe  entry  fagade  and  placement  of  the  service  entrance. 

The  Committee  thought  that  there  was  not  enough  detail  in  the  design  for  Phase  1 approval,  and  requested  that  Ms. 
Manton  work  with  the  team  to  arrange  informal  interim  review,  with  the  possibility  of  a combined  phase  review  later  to 
try  to  keep  the  project  on  schedule. 

The  Committee  made  the  following  recommendations:  (1)  resolve  the  design  ofthe  front  ofthe  building,  including  the 
entry,  the  placement  of  the  service  door  and  the  landscape  design  as  it  relates  to  the  building;  (2)  consider 
separating  the  main  entryfrom  the  service  door,  providing  access  to  the  service  door  from  the  side  ofthe  building, 
and  eliminating  the  existing  ramp  altogether;  (3)  resolve  the  design  ofthe  entry  to  the  community  room,  providing  a 
landing  space  fora  group  of  people  to  gather  at  the  top  ofthe  stairs;  (4)  consider  how  to  open  up  the  community 
room;  (5)  at  the  rear  ofthe  building,  resolve  the  design  ofthe  termination  ofthe  bleachers  and  their  junction  with  the 
existing  stair;  (6)  investigate  creative  uses  of  finishes  and  materials,  and  adaptive  reuse,  as  cost-saving  design 
solutions;  (7)  present  views  ofthe  fenestration  from  the  interior  of  the  pool  area  as  well  as  the  exterior,  considering 
how  the  increased  light  will  affect  swimmers. 

There  was  no  public  comment,  and  there  was  no  motion. 
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5.  Southeast  Plant  Building  522  (521  A)  Electrical/HPU  Building:  Phase  1 

Kent  Ford,  Project  Architect,  Bureau  of  Design  and  Construction,  Department  of  Public  Works 
Jignesh  Desai,  Project  Manager,  Public  Utilities  Commission 

The  team  presented  the  project,  noting  that  the  building  would  not  be  seen  by  the  general  public  and  would  be 
required  to  be  able  to  survive  a large  seismic  event. 

The  Committee  discussed  the  project,  and  asked  about  the  requirements  for  both  ventilation  and  daylight.  They 
discussed  the  treatment  of  the  parapet,  the  roof  and  the  entry.  They  agreed  that  the  design  could  be  simplified  and  its 
elements  better  integrated.  They  requested  material  samples  and  finishes  for  Phase  2 review. 

There  was  no  public  comment,  and  the  motion  was  approved  unanimously  as  follows. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  Southeast  Plant  Building  522  (521  A)  Electrical/HPU  Building  project,  contingent 
upon  (1)  simplifying  the  design;  (2)  further  developing  the  entry,  possibly  using  a canopy;  (3)  using  a flat  roof  with 
skylights;  (4)  making  the  roll-up  door  side  of  the  building  a single  unit  ratherthan  three  separate  elements;  (5)  further 
developing  the  landscape;  (6)  showing  siding  material  and  finishes  at  Phase  2 review;  (7)  either  lowering  or  raising 
the  parapet  to  be  equal  in  height  to  the  other  building. 

6.  Alameda  Creek  Diversion  Dam/Fish  Passage  Facilities — Electrical  Control  Building:  Phase  3 

Kent  Ford,  Project  Architect,  Department  of  Public  Works-Building  Design  and  Construction 
Ravi  Krishnaiah,  Project  Manager,  Public  Utilities  Commission 

The  design  team  reviewed  the  project,  explaining  that  the  fish  ladder  itself  is  considered  equipment  and  is  not 
subject  to  Civic  Design  Review.  Theydiscussed  changes  made  in  regard  to  the  location  of  the  solar  panels  since  the 
last  review,  explaining  where  requirements  of  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  conflicted  with  the  Committee's 
recommendations.  Theyshowed  material  and  color  samples. 

The  Committee  discussed  the  project  briefly,  including  the  treatment  of  the  fence  and  the  concrete  wall. 

There  was  no  public  comment,  and  the  motion  was  unanimouslyapproved  as  follows. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  3 of  the  Alameda  Creek  Diversion  Dam/Fish  Passage  Facilities— Electrical  Control  Building 
project,  contingent  upon  resolving  the  junction  between  the  fence  and  the  concrete  wall. 

7.  San  Francisco  Airport  (“SFO”)  Terminal  3 East:  Phase  3 

Claudia  Luquin,  Project  Manager,  SFO  Design  and  Construction 
GaryBrandau,  Project  Architect,  Gensler 

The  team  reviewed  the  project  and  the  changes  since  the  Committee’s  last  review,  and  recalled  that  the  project 
would  have  to  be  designed  and  built  so  that  it  did  not  require  taking  the  terminal  out  of  service.  They  emphasized  that 
a design  goal  was  to  create  something  that  would  not  limit  the  anticipated  redesign  of  Terminal  3 West. 

The  Committee  much  preferred  the  design  direction  of  the  sketch  shown  in  the  prior  (Phase  2)  review,  suggesting 
that  the  team  make  the  structure  more  like  the  interior  of  Terminal  3.  They  made  the  following  recommendations: 

(1)  manipulate  the  upper  bezel  to  increase  the  overhang  of  the  roof  at  the  east  end;  (2)  emphasize  the  horizontal 
aspect  of  the  design,  eliminating  the  vertical  joints  in  the  waterfall  roof  and  using  a small  corrugation  orented 
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horizontally  for  the  fagade;  (3)  increase  the  texture  of  the  fagade. 

Ms.  Manton  agreed  to  setup  informal  review  over  the  next  several  weeks. 

There  was  no  public  comment,  and  there  was  no  motion. 

8.  Golden  Gate  Recycled  Water  Pump  Station  and  Reservoir:  Phase  1 

Barbara  Palacios,  Project  Manager,  Public  Utilities  Commission 

Michael  Pierron,  Project  Architect,  Department  of  Public  Works-Building  Design  and  Construction 

The  team  presented  the  project,  located  at  an  existing  site  which  is  also  a composting  facility.  They  noted  that  all  of 
the  openings  in  the  new  building  are  on  the  north  fagade,  opposite  the  composting  area  to  minimize  dust. 

The  Committee  discussed  the  project,  including  potential  noise  issues.  Theydiscussed  the  shape  of  the  wall, 
making  reference  to  Rem  Koolhaas’s  Casa  da  Musica  in  Portugal. 

The  Committee  made  the  following  recommendations:  (1)  resolve  the  design  of  the  top  of  the  wall,  considering  a 
more  angularform;  (2)  consider  creating  a line  of  color  to  mark  the  stack  height  for  compost;  (3)  use  heavygauge 
metal  screen;  (4)  compose  the  openings  in  the  building  more  carefully. 

There  was  no  public  comment,  and  there  was  no  motion.  Ms.  Manton  agreed  to  work  with  the  team  to  setup  an 
informal  review  over  the  next  several  weeks. 

9.  Fire  Station  #5:  Informational  Presentation 

Gabriella  Judd  Cirelli,  Project  Manager,  Department  of  Public  Works-Building  Design  and  Construction 
Alejandro  Pimentel,  Architectural  Associate,  Department  of  Public  Works-Building  Design  and  Construction 

The  team  presented  the  project,  the  fire  station  atTurk  and  Webster  streets,  discussing  its  funding  and  scope.  They 
reported  on  the  priorities  expressed  bythe  firefighters,  and  their  responses  to  initial  conceptual  renderings.  The 
design  team  presented  three  design  schemes. 

The  Committee  discussed  the  three  proposed  schemes  and  asked  about  the  firefighters’  responses  and 
preferences. 

The  Committee  encouraged  the  team  to  clarify  the  design,  approaching  it  conceptually  with  one  or  two  big  ideas, 
guided  by  function  and  expressing  how  the  firefighters  live  and  why. 

There  was  no  public  comment,  and  there  was  no  motion. 

10.  Visual  Arts  Committee  Update 

Commissioner  Keehn  reported  that  the  Visual  Arts  Committee  had  recently  approved  three  finalists  for  the  public  art 
project  on  the  pedestrian  bridge  at  the  Moscone  Center.  She  showed  images  of  a project  by  Mark  Brest  van  Kempen 
approved  for  the  Alameda  Creek  Watershed,  a curved  glass-sided  ramp  allowing  a person  to  walk  into  the  pond.  She 
also  reported  on  the  public  art  proposal  byAdriane  Colburn  for  the  Guy  Place  Mini  Park. 

There  was  no  public  comment. 
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1 1 . New  Business  and  Announcements 

There  was  no  new  business  or  announcements. 

12.  Adjournment 

There  being  no  further  business,  the  meeting  was  adjourned  at  5:32  p.m. 
spr  9/2/14 

Language  Accessibility 

Translated  written  materials  and  interpretation  services  are  available  to  you  at  no  cost.  For  assistance, 
please  notify  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager  Jill  Manton,  41 5-252- 
2585,  jill.manton@sfgov.org. 

Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review 
Program  Manager  Jill  Manton,  41 5-252-2585, jill.manton@sfgov.org. 

Materiales  traducidos  yservicios  de  interpretation  estan  disponibles  para  usted  de  manera  gratuita.  Para 
asistencia,  notifiquea  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager  Jill  Manton,  415-252- 
2585jill.manton@sfgov.org. 

Ang  mga  materyales  na  nakasalin  sa  ibang  wika  atang  mga  serbisyong  tagapagsalin  sa  wika  aywalang  bayad. 
Para  sa  tulong,  maaring  i-contactsi  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager  Jill 
Manton,  415-252-2585,  jiil.manton@sfgov.org. 
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The  regular  meeting  of  the  Civic  Design  Review  Committee  of  the  San  Francisco  Arts  Commission  scheduled  for  Monday, 
September  15,  2014,  has  been  cancelled. 


Notices 

Explanatory  documents  listed  above,  as  well  as  documents  created  or  distributed  after  the  posting  of  this  agenda  to  the  Arts 
Commission  will  be  available  for  public  inspection  and  copying  at  the  Arts  Commission  office,  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  345, 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  during  regular  business  hours.  Info:  Jill  Manton,  415-252-2585.  PLEASE  NOTE:  The  Arts 
Commission  often  receives  documents  created  or  submitted  by  other  City  officials,  agencies  or  departments  after  the  posting  of 
the  Arts  Commission  agenda.  For  such  documents  or  presentations,  members  of  the  public  may  wish  to  contact  the  originating 
agency  if  they  seek  documents  not  yet  provided  to  the  Arts  Commission. 

Public  comment  in  regard  to  specific  items  will  be  taken  before  or  during  consideration  of  the  item. 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited  at  this  meeting. 

Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  of  any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of 
a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple  chemical 
sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various 
chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City  accommodate  these  individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to  participate  in  the  meeting, 
please  contact  Jill  Manton,  415-252-2585,  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting,  except  for  Monday  meetings,  for  which  the 
deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative  action  may  be  required  by  the 
San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  (San  Francisco  Campaign  and  Governmental  Conduct  Code  sections  2.100-2.160)  to 
! register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact  the  Ethics  Commission 
at  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  telephone  415/252-3100,  fax  415/252-3112 
andhttp://www.sfethics.org/ethics/2009/1 2/lobbyist-ordinance-201 0.html. 
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KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 

Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decision  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and 
other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people’s  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are 
conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people’s  review. 

For  information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  (Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code)  or  to 
report  a violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  by  mail  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room  244, 
San  Francisco  CA  94102;  phone  at  (415)  554-7724;  fax  at  (415)  554-7854;  or  by  email  atsotf@sfgov.org 

Citizens  may  obtain  a free  copy  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  by  printing  Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  on 
the  Internet,  at  http://www.sfbos.org/sunshine 
ACCESSIBLE  MEETING  POLICY 

Per  the  Americans  with  Disabilities  Act  and  the  Language  Access  Ordinance,  Chinese,  Spanish,  and/or  American  Sign 
Language  interpreters  will  be  available  upon  request.  Additionally,  every  effort  will  be  made  to  provide  a sound  enhancement 
system,  meeting  materials  in  alternative  formats,  and/or  a reader.  Minutes  may  be  translated  after  they  have  been  adopted  by 
the  Commission.  For  all  these  requests,  please  contact  Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review 
Program  Manager,  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting  at  415-252-2585.  Late  requests  will  be  honored  if  possible.  The 
hearing  room  is  wheelchair  accessible. 

M&iki&o  415-252-2585  [r]  Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design 

Review  Program  Manager  Hffi.  ^RTItgim 

POLITICA  DE  ACCESO  A LA  REUNION 

De  acuerdo  con  la  Ley  sobre  Estadounidenses  con  Discapacidades  (Americans  with  Disabilities  Act)  y la  Ordenanza  de 
Acceso  a Idiomas  (Language  Access  Ordinance)  interpretes  de  chino,  espahol,  y lenguaje  de  senas  estaran  disponibles  de  ser 
requeridos.  En  adicion,  se  hara  todo  el  esfuerzo  posible  para  proveer  un  sistema  mejoramiento  de  sonido,  materiales  de  la 
reunion  en  formatos  alternatives,  y/o  proveer  un  leedor.  Las  minutas  podran  ser  traducidas  luego  de  ser  aprobadas  por  la 
Comision.  Para  solicitar  estos  servicios,  favor  contactar  a Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review 
Program  Manager,  por  lo  menos  48  horas  antes  de  la  reunion  al  415-252-2585.  Las  solicitudes  tardias  seran  consideradas  de 
ser  posible.  La  sala  de  audiencia  es  accesible  a silla  de  ruedas. 

PATAKARAN  PARA  SA  PAG-ACCESS  NG  MGA  MITING 

Ayon  sa  batas  ng  Americans  with  Disabilities  Act  at  ng  Language  Access  Ordinance,  maaring  mag-request  ng  mga 
tagapagsalin  wika  sa  salitang  Tsino,  Espanyol  at/o  sa  may  kapansanan  pandinig  sa  American  Sign  Language.  Bukod  pa  dito, 
sisikapin  gawan  ng  paraan  na  makapaglaan  ng  gamit  upang  lalong  pabutihin  ang  inyong  pakikinig,  maibahagi  ang  mga 
kaganapan  ng  miting  sa  iba’t  ibang  anyo,  at/o  isang  tagapagbasa.  Ang  mga  kaganapan  ng  miting  ay  maaring  isalin  sa  ibang 
wika  matapos  ito  ay  aprobahan  ng  komisyon.  Sa  mga  ganitong  uri  ng  kahilingan,  mangyari  po  lamang  makipag  ugnayan  kay 
Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager,  sa  415-252-2585.  Magbigay  po  lamang  ng 
hindi  bababa  sa  48  oras  na  abiso  bago  ng  miting.  Kung  maari,  ang  mga  late  na  hiling  ay  posibleng  tanggapin.  Ang  silid  ng 
pagpupulungan  ay  accessible  sa  mga  naka  wheelchair. 
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SAN  FRANCISCO  ARTS  COMMISSION 
CIVIC  DESIGN  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 


Monday,  October  20,  2014 

2:30  p.m. 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  70 


10-17-14  A0 8 ‘-42  RCVD 


o.l 


Agenda 

Please  note  that  this  meeting  will  begin  at  2:30  p.m. 


GOVERNMENT 
DOCUMENTS  DEPT 


1.  Roll  Call 


OCT  1 7 2014 


2.  Public  Comment 


SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


(This  item  is  to  allow  members  of  the  public  to  comment  generally  on  matters  within  the  Committee’s  purview  as  well  as 
to  suggest  new  agenda  items  for  the  Committee’s  consideration.) 

3.  Moscone  Center  Expansion  Project:  Phase  2 

Action 

Approximately  35  minutes  for  presentation  and  discussion  by  the  Committee 
This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  August  19,  2013,  October  21,  2013. 

Brook  Mebrahtu,  Project  Manager,  Bureau  of  Design  and  Construction,  Public  Works 

Craig  Hartman,  Project  Architect,  Skidmore,  Owings  and  Merrill 

Kevin  Conger,  Landscape  Architect,  CMG  Site 

Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form,  Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  2 of  the  Moscone  Center  Expansion  project. 

4.  Treasure  Island  Streetscape  Master  Plan:  Conceptual  Review 

Discussion 

Approximately  35  minutes  for  presentation  and  discussion  by  the  Committee 
This  project  was  not  previously  reviewed. 

Bob  Beck,  TIDA  Project  Manager,  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority 
Julian  Pancoast,  TICD  Project  Manager,  Lennar 
Chris  Guillard,  Project  Landscape  Architect,  CMG  Site 

Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form,  Presentation,  Introductory  Overview 


Approximately  15  minutes  for  presentation  and  discussion  by  the  Committee 
This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  December  16,  2013,  July  21,  2014. 

! Karen  Mauney-Brodek,  Project  Manager,  Recreation  and  Park  Department 

Paul  De  Freitas,  Architectural  Associate  II,  Bureau  of  Design  and  Construction,  Public  Works 
Kathleen  O’Day,  Landscape  Architect,  Bureau  of  Design  and  Construction,  Public  Works 
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5.  Glen  Canyon  Recreation  Center  Renovation  Project:  Phase  2 

Action 
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Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form,  Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  2 of  the  Glen  Canyon  Recreation  Center  Renovation  Project. 


6.  Balboa  Park  Pool:  Phase  1 

Action 

Approximately  20  minutes  for  presentation  and  discussion  by  the  Committee 
This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  April  21,  2014,  August  18,  2014. 

Toks  Ajike,  Project  Manager,  Recreation  and  Park  Department 
Byron  Kuth,  Project  Architect,  Kuth  Ranieri  Architects 
Michale  McGroaty,  Project  Architect,  Kuth  Ranieri  Architects 
Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form,  Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  Balboa  Park  Pool  project. 


7.  Office  of  the  Chief  Medical  Examiner:  Phases  1 and  2 

Action 

Approximately  15  minutes  for  presentation  and  discussion  by  the  Committee 
This  project  was  not  previously  reviewed. 

Jack  Dybas,  Project  Manager,  KMD  Architects 
Anastasio  Stathopoulos,  Project  Architect,  KMD  Architects 
Merrill  Morris  Partners,  Landscape  Architects 
Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form,  Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phases  1 and  2 of  the  Office  of  the  Chief  Medical  Examiner  project. 


8.  Fire  Station  #5:  Phase  1 

Action 

Approximately  15  minutes  for  presentation  and  discussion  by  the  Committee 
This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  August  18,  2014. 

Gabriella  Judd  Cirelli,  Project  Manager,  Bureau  of  Design  and  Construction,  Public  Works 
Alejandro  Pimentel,  Project  Designer,  Bureau  of  Design  and  Construction,  Public  Works 
Vito  Vanoni,  Architect,  Bureau  of  Design  and  Construction,  Public  Works 
Bill  Bulkley,  Landscape  Architect,  Bureau  of  Design  and  Construction,  Public  Works 
Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form,  Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  Fire  Station  #5  project. 


9.  San  Francisco  International  Airport  Terminal  3 East  Improvements  Project:  Phase  3 

Action 

Approximately  15  minutes  for  presentation  and  discussion  by  the  Committee 
This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  June  17,  2013,  December  16,  2013,  August  18,  2014. 
Judi  Mosqueda  and  Claudia  Luquin,  Project  Managers,  SFO  Design  and  Construction 
Gary  Brandau  and  Terence  Young,  Project  Architects,  Gensler 
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Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form,  Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  3 of  the  San  Francisco  International  Airport  Terminal  3 East 
Improvements  project. 

10.  Westside  Recycled  Water  Treatment  Plant:  Phase  2 

Action 

Approximately  15  minutes  for  presentation  and  discussion  by  the  Committee 
This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  April  21,  2014. 

Barbara  Palacios,  Project  Manager,  Public  Utilities  Commission 

Michael  Pierron,  Project  Architect,  Bureau  of  Building  Design  and  Construction,  Public  Works 
Edward  Chin,  Project  Landscape  Architect,  Bureau  of  Design  and  Construction,  Public  Works 
Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form,  Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  2 of  the  Westside  Recycled  Water  Treatment  Plant  project. 

11.  Visual  Arts  Committee  Update 

Discussion 

Approximately  5 minutes 

Commissioner  Dorka  Keehn,  Chair,  Visual  Arts  Committee 
Report  on  projects  before  the  Visual  Arts  Committee. 

12.  New  Business  and  Announcements 

(This  item  is  to  allow  Commissioners  to  introduce  new  agenda  items  for  consideration.) 

13.  Adjournment 

spr  posted  10/16/14 


Notices 

Explanatory  documents  listed  above,  as  well  as  documents  created  or  distributed  after  the  posting  of  this  agenda  to  the  Arts 
Commission  will  be  available  for  public  inspection  and  copying  at  the  Arts  Commission  office,  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  345, 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  during  regular  business  hours.  Info:  Jill  Manton,  415-252-2585.  PLEASE  NOTE:  The  Arts 
Commission  often  receives  documents  created  or  submitted  by  other  City  officials,  agencies  or  departments  after  the  posting  of 
the  Arts  Commission  agenda.  For  such  documents  or  presentations,  members  of  the  public  may  wish  to  contact  the  originating 
agency  if  they  seek  documents  not  yet  provided  to  the  Arts  Commission. 

Public  comment  in  regard  to  specific  items  will  be  taken  before  or  during  consideration  of  the  item. 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited  at  this  meeting. 
Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  of  any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use  of 
a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 


In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple  chemical 
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sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various  " 
chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City  accommodate  these  individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to  participate  in  the  meeting,  j 
please  contact  Jill  Manton,  415-252-2585,  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting,  except  for  Monday  meetings,  for  which  the 
deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative  action  may  be  required  by  the 
San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  (San  Francisco  Campaign  and  Governmental  Conduct  Code  sections  2.100-2.160)  to 
register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact  the  Ethics  Commission 
at  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  telephone  415/252-3100,  fax  415/252-3112 
andhttp://www.sfethics.org/ethics/2009/12/lobbyist-ordinance-2010.html. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 

Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decision  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and 
other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people’s  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are 
conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people’s  review. 

For  information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  (Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code)  or  to 
report  a violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  by  mail  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room  244, 
San  Francisco  CA  94102;  phone  at  (415)  554-7724;  fax  at  (415)  554-7854;  or  by  email  atsotf@sfgov.org 

Citizens  may  obtain  a free  copy  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  by  printing  Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  on 
the  Internet,  at  http://www.sfbos.org/sunshine 
ACCESSIBLE  MEETING  POLICY 

Per  the  Americans  with  Disabilities  Act  and  the  Language  Access  Ordinance,  Chinese,  Spanish,  and/or  American  Sign 
Language  interpreters  will  be  available  upon  request.  Additionally,  every  effort  will  be  made  to  provide  a sound  enhancement 
system,  meeting  materials  in  alternative  formats,  and/or  a reader.  Minutes  may  be  translated  after  they  have  been  adopted  by 
the  Commission.  For  all  these  requests,  please  contact  Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review 
Program  Manager,  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting  at  415-252-2585.  Late  requests  will  be  honored  if  possible.  The 
hearing  room  is  wheelchair  accessible. 

MWfik&o  415-252-2585  ft  Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design 

Review  Program  Manager 

POLITICA  DE  ACCESO  A LA  REUNION 

De  acuerdo  con  la  Ley  sobre  Estadounidenses  con  Discapacidades  (Americans  with  Disabilities  Act)  y la  Ordenanza  de 
Acceso  a Idiomas  (Language  Access  Ordinance)  interpretes  de  chino,  espanol,  y lenguaje  de  sehas  estaran  disponibles  de  ser  : 
requeridos.  En  adicion,  se  hara  todo  el  esfuerzo  posible  para  proveer  un  sistema  mejoramiento  de  sonido,  materiales  de  la 
reunion  en  formatos  alternatives,  y/o  proveer  un  leedor.  Las  minutas  podran  ser  traducidas  luego  de  ser  aprobadas  por  la 
Comision.  Para  solicitar  estos  servicios,  favor  contactar  a Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review 
Program  Manager,  por  lo  menos  48  horas  antes  de  la  reunion  al  415-252-2585.  Las  solicitudes  tardias  seran  consideradas  de  j 
ser  posible.  La  sala  de  audiencia  es  accesible  a silla  de  ruedas. 
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: 

: 


PATAKARAN  PARA  SA  PAG-ACCESS  NG  MGA  MITING 


IAyon  sa  batas  ng  Americans  with  Disabilities  Act  at  ng  Language  Access  Ordinance,  maaring  mag-request  ng  mga 
tagapagsalin  wika  sa  salitang  Tsino,  Espanyol  at/o  sa  may  kapansanan  pandinig  sa  American  Sign  Language.  Bukod  pa  dito, 
sisikapin  gawan  ng  paraan  na  makapaglaan  ng  gamit  upang  lalong  pabutihin  ang  inyong  pakikinig,  maibahagi  ang  mga 
kaganapan  ng  miting  sa  iba’t  ibang  anyo,  at/o  isang  tagapagbasa.  Ang  mga  kaganapan  ng  miting  ay  maaring  isalin  sa  ibang 
wika  matapos  ito  ay  aprobahan  ng  komisyon.  Sa  mga  ganitong  uri  ng  kahilingan,  mangyari  po  lamang  makipag  ugnayan  kay 
Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager,  sa  415-252-2585.  Magbigay  po  lamang  ng 
hindi  bababa  sa  48  oras  na  abiso  bago  ng  miting.  Kung  maari,  ang  mga  late  na  hiling  ay  posibleng  tanggapin.  Ang  silid  ng 
pagpupulungan  ay  accessible  sa  mga  naka  wheelchair. 
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Civic  Design  Review  Committee  - October  20,  2014 

MEETING  OF  THE  CIVIC  DESIGN  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 
OF  THE  SAN  FRANCISCO  ARTS  COMMISSION 

Monday,  October  20,  2014 

2:30  p.m. 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  70 

Minutes 


Committee  Chair  Cass  Calder  Smith  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  2:36  p.m. 

1.  Roll  Call 

Commissioners  Present 

Cass  Calder  Smith,  Chair 
Dorka  Keehn 
Kimberlee  Stryker 
Commissioners  Absent 
Roberto  Ordehana 
Kathrin  Moore,  ex  officio 

Staff  Present 

Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Public  Art  Trust  and  Special  Initiatives 
Sharon  Page  Ritchie,  Commission  Secretary 

2.  Public  Comment 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

3.  Moscone  Center  Expansion  Project:  Phase  2 

Brook  Mebrahtu,  Project  Manager,  Bureau  of  Design  and  Construction,  Public  Works 
Craig  Hartman,  Project  Architect,  Skidmore,  Owings  and  Merrill 
Kevin  Conger,  Landscape  Architect,  CMG  Site 

The  team  presented  the  project  and  discussed  their  design  goals  and  major  elements  of  the  project.  They 
reviewed  changes  made  since  the  prior  Civic  Design  Review  meeting,  discussed  proposed  public  art  and 
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presented  material  samples.  They  discussed  the  project’s  sustainability  goals,  including  LEED  Platinum  Plus 
certification,  and  the  plan  to  achieve  net-zero  water  usage  by  reclaiming  millions  of  gallons  of  groundwater 
currently  being  pumped  out. 

The  Committee  discussed  the  changes,  and  praised  the  work  of  the  team.  They  discussed  several  elements 
of  the  project  in  detail,  including  community  and  pedestrian  engagement,  the  green  wall  and  the  landscape 
design,  and  new  and  existing  public  art. 

There  was  no  public  comment,  and  the  motion  was  unanimously  approved  as  follows. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  2 of  the  Moscone  Center  Expansion  project. 

4.  Treasure  Island  Streetscape  Master  Plan:  Conceptual  Review 

Bob  Beck,  TIDA  Project  Manager,  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority 
Julian  Pancoast,  TICD  Project  Manager,  Lennar 
Chris  Guillard,  Project  Landscape  Architect,  CMG  Site 

The  design  team  presented  the  project,  discussing  its  scope  and  the  history  of  the  island,  and  previewing  parts 
of  the  project  that  they  will  bring  to  the  Committee  over  the  coming  months.  They  reviewed  the  various 
agencies  involved  with  both  Treasure  Island  and  Yerba  Buena  Island,  and  the  overall  timeline  for  phased 
development  of  the  site,  as  well  as  opportunities  for  public  engagement  in  the  planning.  They  discussed  the 
streetscape  master  plan,  public  art  master  plan,  and  the  ferry  terminal.  They  listed  three  key  ideas:  this  is  an 
authentic  San  Francisco  neighborhood,  part  of  the  city;  establishing  the  site  as  a regional  destination;  and  a 
commitment  to  sustainability. 

The  Committee  praised  the  team’s  work,  and  made  several  suggestions,  including  considering  the  full  span  of 
age  groups  in  all  aspects  of  the  project,  including  some  areas  that  are  not  “designed,”  leaving  space  for  the 
community  to  have  input,  and  finding  ways  for  people  to  engage  with  the  land  and  open,  common  spaces.  The 
Committee  discussed  challenges  at  the  site,  including  the  flat  topography,  soil  quality,  seismic  risks  and  the 
potential  impacts  of  sea-level  rise. 

There  was  no  public  comment,  and  there  was  no  motion. 

5.  Glen  Canyon  Recreation  Center  Renovation  Project:  Phase  2 

Karen  Mauney-Brodek,  Project  Manager,  Recreation  and  Park  Department 

Paul  De  Freitas,  Architectural  Associate  II,  Bureau  of  Design  and  Construction,  Public  Works 

Kathleen  O’Day,  Landscape  Architect,  Bureau  of  Design  and  Construction,  Public  Works 

The  team  presented  the  project,  and  discussed  changes  made  since  the  last  review  by  the  Committee.  They 
presented  material  samples  and  presented  the  plant  palette.  The  Committee  asked  about  public  art  and 
discussed  potential  improvements  to  the  entry. 

There  was  no  public  comment,  and  the  motion  was  approved  unanimously  as  follows. 
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Motion  to  approve  Phase  2 of  the  Glen  Canyon  Recreation  Center  Renovation  Project,  contingent  upon: 

(1 ) resolving  the  location  for  sculpture  before  Phase  3 review;  (2)  using  a linear  rather  than  wavy  design  for  the 
aluminum  sunshades;  (3)  refinining  the  design  of  the  entry  plaza,  handrails  and  stairway. 

The  Committee  took  a brief  recess  at  4:24  p.m.,  returning  at  4:28  p.m. 

6.  Balboa  Park  Pool:  Phase  1 

Toks  Ajike,  Project  Manager,  Recreation  and  Park  Department 
Byron  Kuth,  Project  Architect,  Kuth  Ranieri  Architects 
Michale  McGroaty,  Project  Architect,  Kuth  Ranieri  Architects 

The  design  team  reviewed  the  project,  presenting  changes  made  since  the  prior  review  by  the  Committee,  and 
they  reported  on  strong  support  expressed  at  several  community  meetings. 

The  Committee  discussed  the  project,  calling  it  much  improved.  They  discussed  the  ramp  and  the  overall 
treatment  of  the  front  of  the  building,  as  well  as  the  landscape  design.  The  Committee  made  the  following 
recommendations:  (1 ) reexamine  the  planting  in  the  sliver  of  landscape  near  the  sidewalk;  (2)  resolve  the 
design  where  the  ramp  glides  over  the  side  wall  and  the  tilted  plane  next  to  the  stairway;  (3)  resolve  the  design 
of  the  roofline  at  the  front  of  the  building;  (4)  resolve  the  stairway  and  ramp  railings. 

There  was  no  public  comment,  and  the  motion  was  unanimously  approved  as  follows. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  Balboa  Park  Pool  project. 

7.  Office  of  the  Chief  Medical  Examiner:  Phases  1 and  2 

Jack  Dybas,  Project  Manager,  KMD  Architects 
Anastasio  Stathopoulos,  Project  Architect,  KMD  Architects 
Merrill  Morris  Partners,  Landscape  Architects 

The  team  reviewed  the  project,  including  design  goals  for  creative  reuse  of  the  existing  1984  building.  They 
presented  material  samples  and  discussed  the  landscape  plan  and  plant  palette. 

The  Committee  discussed  the  project,  asking  for  the  team  to  simplify  and  clarify  the  design.  They  discussed 
the  public  art,  and  said  it  would  be  important  to  have  a calm  and  green  spot  outdoors  for  a visitor  to  sit  quietly. 

There  was  no  public  comment,  and  the  motion  was  unanimously  approved  as  follows. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  Office  of  the  Chief  Medical  Examiner  project,  contingent  on:  (1 ) resolving  the 
landscape  design,  investigating  the  possibility  of  including  a quiet  outdoor  seating  area,  integrating  artwork; 

(2)  using  the  same  trees  to  wrap  around  the  building  for  consistency;  (3)  simplifying  the  design  of  the  main 
glass  fagade  and  making  it  more  interesting  and  less  corporate;  (4)  eliminating  the  wrapping  of  the  projected 
canopy  around  the  corner;  (5)  eliminating  the  dark  banding  on  the  Jennings  Street  (east)  side  of  the  building; 

(6)  making  the  window  frames  on  the  dark  banded  area  the  same  color  as  that  band;  (7)  maximizing  the  plane 
change  from  the  upper  wall  to  the  roof;  (8)  developing  in  more  detail  the  design  of  the  security  gate  area  and 

> 
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roof;  (9)  simplifying  the  design  overall  and  strengthening  the  proportional  relationship  of  the  elements; 

(10)  scheduling  interim  informal  review. 

8.  Fire  Station  #5:  Phase  1 

Gabriella  Judd  Cirelli,  Project  Manager,  Bureau  of  Design  and  Construction,  Public  Works 
Alejandro  Pimentel,  Project  Designer,  Bureau  of  Design  and  Construction,  Public  Works 
Vito  Vanoni,  Architect,  Bureau  of  Design  and  Construction,  Public  Works 
Bill  Bulkley,  Landscape  Architect,  Bureau  of  Design  and  Construction,  Public  Works 

The  team  presented  the  project,  discussing  their  design  goals  and  the  input  from  the  firefighters  and  the 
community. 

The  Committee  discussed  the  project,  and  made  some  suggestions  to  strengthen  the  design. 

There  was  no  public  comment,  and  the  motion  was  approved  as  follows. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  Fire  Station  #5  project,  contingent  upon:  (1 ) resolving  the  design  of  the  dorm 
area  and  how  it  articulates  with  the  red  area  below;  (2)  eliminating  the  planter  on  the  Turk  Street  side; 

(3)  reviewing  materials  in  concert  with  the  final  resolution  of  the  geometry  of  the  building. 

9.  San  Francisco  International  Airport  Terminal  3 East  Improvements  Project:  Phase  3 

Judi  Mosqueda  and  Claudia  Luquin,  Project  Managers,  SFO  Design  and  Construction 
Gary  Brandau  and  Terence  Young,  Project  Architects,  Gensler 

The  team  presented  the  project,  showing  two  alternative  designs  for  the  penthouse  structure  for  the  top  of  the 
terminal. 

The  Committee  discussed  the  two  designs  and  chose  Option  1 . 

There  was  no  public  comment,  and  the  motion  was  unanimously  approved  as  follows. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  3 of  the  San  Francisco  International  Airport  Terminal  3 East  Improvements  project, 
penthouse  design  option  1 . 

10.  Adjournment 

Commissioner  Keehn  had  to  leave  the  meeting  at  5:55  p.m.,  and  thus  there  was  no  longer  a quorum.  The 
meeting  was  adjourned  at  5:55  p.m. 

spr  posted  10/31/14 
approved  11/3/14 
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Translated  written  materials  and  interpretation  services  are  available  to  you  at  no  cost.  For 
assistance,  please  notify  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager  Jill 
Manton,  415-252-2585,  jill.manton@sfgov.org. 

£Dft1&©J,  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design 
Review  Program  Manager  Jill  Manton,  415-252-2585,  jill.manton@sfgov.org. 

Materiales  traducidos  y servicios  de  interpretacion  estan  disponibles  para  usted  de  manera  gratuita.  Para 
asistencia,  notifique  a Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager  Jill  Manton, 

41 5-252-2585,  jill.manton@sfgov.org. 

Ang  mga  materyales  na  nakasalin  sa  ibang  wika  at  ang  mga  serbisyong  tagapagsalin  sa  wika  ay  walang  bayad. 
Para  sa  tulong,  maaring  i-contact  si  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager  Jill 
Manton,  415-252-2585,  jill.manton@sfgov.org. 
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SAN  FRANCISCO  ARTS  COMMISSION 
CIVIC  DESIGN  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 


Monday,  November  17,  2014 

3:00  p.m. 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  70 

1 1 -1 


GOVERNMENT 

Agenda  DOCUMENTS  DEPT 

NOV  1 4 2014 

. Roll  Call 

SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 

. Public  Comment 

(This  item  is  to  allow  members  of  the  public  to  comment  generally  on  matters  within  the  Committee’s  purview  as  well 
as  to  suggest  new  agenda  items  for  the  Committee’s  consideration.) 


3. 


§3 

?/'f 


Westside  Recycled  Water  Treatment  Plant:  Phases  1 and  2 

Action 

Approximately  20  minutes  for  presentation  and  discussion  by  the  Committee 
This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  April  21, 2014. 

Michael  Pierron,  Project  Designer,  Architect,  Bureau  of  Design  and  Construction,  Public  Works 
Barbara  Palacios,  Project  Manager,  Public  Utilities  Commission 
Edward  Chin,  Landscape  Architect  Bureau  of  Design  and  Construction,  Public  Works 
Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form,  Presentation 


Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phases  1 and  2 of  the  Westside  Recycled  Water  Treatment  Plant  project. 


4.  Golden  Gate  Recycled  Water  Pump  Station  and  Reservoir:  Phases  1 and  2 

Action 

Approximately  20  minutes  for  presentation  and  discussion  by  the  Committee 
This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  August  18,  2014. 

Michael  Pierron,  Project  Designer,  Architect,  Bureau  of  Design  and  Construction,  Public  Works 
Barbara  Palacios,  Project  Manager,  Public  Utilities  Commission 
Edward  Chin,  Landscape  Architect,  Bureau  of  Design  and  Construction,  Public  Works 
Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form,  Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phases  1 and  2 of  the  Golden  Gate  Recycled  Water  Pump  Station  and 
Reservoir  project. 


5.  Alameda  Creek  Watershed  Center  in  Sunol:  Phase  2 

Action 

Approximately  45  minutes  for  presentation  and  discussion  by  the  Committee 
This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  September  16,  2013,  July  21, 2014. 
Bryan  Dessaure,  Project  Manager,  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 

http://sfgov.org/arts/civic-desigoreview-committee/meeting/2014-november-17-agenda 
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Paul  De  Freitas,  Lead  Designer,  Bureau  of  Design  and  Construction,  Public  Works 
Martha  Ketterer,  Landscape  Architect,  Bureau  of  Design  and  Construction,  Public  Works 
Nick  Ancel,  Landscape  Architect,  Bureau  of  Design  and  Construction,  Public  Works 

Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form,  Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  2 of  the  Alameda  Creek  Watershed  Center  in  Sunol  project. 

6.  Proposed  Mission  Statement  for  Civic  Design  Review  Program 

Action 

Approximately  15  minutes  for  presentation  and  discussion  by  the  Committee 
Public  Art  Trust  and  Special  Projects  Director  Jill  Manton 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  the  following  mission  statement  for  the  Civic  Design  Review  Program: 
“The  overriding  objective  of  any  capital  improvement  project  should  be  to  improve  the  public  realm.” 

7.  Revision  of  Civic  Design  Review  Guidelines 

Action 

Approximately  15  minutes  for  presentation  and  discussion  by  the  Committee 
Public  Art  Trust  and  Special  Projects  Director  Jill  Manton 

Explanatory  documents:  Draft  Guidelines 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  the  text  of  revised  Civic  Design  Review  Guidelines. 

8.  Visual  Arts  Committee  Update 

Discussion 

Approximately  10  minutes 

Commissioner  Dorka  Keehn,  Chair,  Visual  Arts  Committee 
Report  on  projects  before  the  Visual  Arts  Committee. 

9.  Staff  Report 

Discussion 

Approximately  5 minutes  for  presentation  and  discussion  by  the  Committee 
Public  Art  Trust  and  Special  Projects  Director  Jill  Manton 

Report  on  upcoming  presentation  of  projects  reviewed  administratively,  and  projects  with  post-Phase  3 changes. 

10.  New  Business  and  Announcements 

(This  item  is  to  allow  Commissioners  to  introduce  new  agenda  items  for  consideration.) 

11.  Adjournment 
spr  posted  11/13/14 
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| Explanatory  documents  listed  above,  as  well  as  documents  created  or  distributed  after  the  posting  of  this  agenda  to  the  Arts 
Commission  will  be  available  for  public  inspection  and  copying  at  the  Arts  Commission  office,  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite 
345,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  during  regular  business  hours.  Info:  Jill  Manton,  415-252-2585.  PLEASE  NOTE:  The  Arts 
Commission  often  receives  documents  created  or  submitted  by  other  City  officials,  agencies  or  departments  after  the  posting 
of  the  Arts  Commission  agenda.  For  such  documents  or  presentations,  members  of  the  public  may  wish  to  contact  the 
originating  agency  if  they  seek  documents  not  yet  provided  to  the  Arts  Commission. 

Public  comment  in  regard  to  specific  items  will  be  taken  before  or  during  consideration  of  the  item. 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited  at  this  meeting. 
Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  of  any  person(s)  responsible  for  the  ringing  or  use 
of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

; In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple  chemical 
j sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be  sensitive  to  various 
chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City  accommodate  these  individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to  participate  in  the 
meeting,  please  contact  Jill  Manton,  415-252-2585,  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting,  except  for  Monday  meetings,  for 
which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative  action  may  be  required  by  the 
San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  (San  Francisco  Campaign  and  Governmental  Conduct  Code  sections  2.100-2.160)  to 
register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please  contact  the  Ethics 
Commission  at  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  telephone  415/252-3100,  fax  41 5/252-31 1 2 
andhttp://www.sfethics.org/ethics/2009/12/lobbyist-ordinance-2010.html. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 

Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decision  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions,  boards,  councils,  and 
other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people’s  business.  This  ordinance  assures  that  deliberations  are 
conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people’s  review. 

For  information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  (Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code)  or  to 
report  a violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  by  mail  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place,  Room 
244,  San  Francisco  CA  941 02;  phone  at  (415)  554-7724;  fax  at  (415)  554-7854;  or  by  email  atsotf@sfgov.org 

Citizens  may  obtain  a free  copy  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  by  printing  Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code 
on  the  Internet,  at  http://www.sfbos.org/sunshine 
ACCESSIBLE  MEETING  POLICY 

Per  the  Americans  with  Disabilities  Act  and  the  Language  Access  Ordinance,  Chinese,  Spanish,  and/or  American  Sign 
Language  interpreters  will  be  available  upon  request.  Additionally,  every  effort  will  be  made  to  provide  a sound  enhancement 
system,  meeting  materials  in  alternative  formats,  and/ora  reader.  Minutes  may  be  translated  after  they  have  been  adopted  by 
the  Commission.  For  all  these  requests,  please  contact  Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review 
Program  Manager,  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting  at  41 5-252-2585.  Late  requests  will  be  honored  if  possible.  The 
hearing  room  is  wheelchair  accessible. 
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sin,  mimm  a 

415-252-2585  [r]  Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic 

Design  Review  Program  Manager  Jitt) . 

POLITICA  DE  ACCESO  A LA  REUNION 

De  acuerdo  con  la  Ley  sobre  Estadounidenses  con  Discapacidades  (Americans  with  Disabilities  Act)  y la  Ordenanza  de 
Acceso  a Idiomas  (Language  Access  Ordinance)  interpretes  de  chino,  espanol,  y lenguaje  de  senas  estaran  disponibles  de 
ser  requeridos.  En  adicion,  se  hara  todo  el  esfuerzo  posible  para  proveer  un  sistema  mejoramiento  de  sonido,  materiales  de 
la  reunion  en  formatos  alternatives,  y/o  proveer  un  leedor.  Las  minutas  podran  ser  traducidas  luego  de  ser  aprobadas  por  la 
Comision.  Para  solicitar  estos  servicios,  favor  contactar  a Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review 
Program  Manager,  por  lo  menos  48  horas  antes  de  la  reunion  al  415-252-2585.  Las  solicitudes  tardlas  seran  consideradas 
de  ser  posible.  La  sala  de  audiencia  es  accesible  a silla  de  ruedas. 

PATAKARAN  PARA  SA  PAG-ACCESS  NG  MGA  MITING 

Ayon  sa  batas  ng  Americans  with  Disabilities  Act  at  ng  Language  Access  Ordinance,  maaring  mag-request  ng  mga 
tagapagsalin  wika  sa  salitang  Tsino,  Espanyol  at/o  sa  may  kapansanan  pandinig  sa  American  Sign  Language.  Bukod  pa 
dito,  sisikapin  gawan  ng  paraan  na  makapaglaan  ng  gamit  upang  lalong  pabutihin  ang  inyong  pakikinig,  maibahagi  ang 
mga  kaganapan  ng  miting  sa  iba’t  ibang  anyo,  at/o  isang  tagapagbasa.  Ang  mga  kaganapan  ng  miting  ay  maaring  isalin  sa 
ibang  wika  matapos  ito  ay  aprobahan  ng  komisyon.  Sa  mga  ganitong  uri  ng  kahilingan,  mangyari  po  lamang  makipag 
ugnayan  kay  Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager,  sa  415-252-2585. 
Magbigay  po  lamang  ng  hindi  bababa  sa  48  oras  na  abiso  bago  ng  miting.  Kung  maari,  ang  mga  late  na  hiling  ay  posibleng 
tanggapin.  Ang  silid  ng  pagpupulungan  ay  accessible  sa  mga  naka  wheelchair. 
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Civic  Design  Review  Committee  - November  17,2014 

MEETING  OF  THE  CIVIC  DESIGN  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 
OF  THE  SAN  FRANCISCO  ARTS  COMMISSION 

Monday,  November  17,  2014 

3:00  p.m. 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  70 

Minutes 


Committee  Chair  Cass  Calder  Smith  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  3:06  p.m. 

1 Roll  Call 

Commissioners  Present 

Cass  Calder  Smith,  Chair 
Dorka  Keehn 
Roberto  Ordenana 
Kimberlee  Stryker 
Commissioners  Absent 
Kathrin  Moore,  ex  officio 

Staff  Present 

Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Public  Art  Trust  and  Special  Initiatives 
Sharon  Page  Ritchie,  Commission  Secretary 

DOCUMENTS  DEPT 

2.  Public  Comment 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

SAN  Fr  - 

PUBLIC  LIBRARY 

3.  Westside  Recycled  Water  Treatment  Plant  Project:  Phase  1 

Michael  Pierron,  Project  Designer,  Architect,  Bureau  of  Design  and  Construction,  Public  Works 

Barbara  Palacios,  Project  Manager,  Public  Utilities  Commission 

Edward  Chin,  Landscape  Architect  Bureau  of  Design  and  Construction,  Public  Works 

The  team  presented  the  project,  including  the  design  goals  and  challenges.  They  discussed  comments  and 
contingencies  from  prior  review  and  how  the  team  had  addressed  them.  They  presented  a model  and  material 
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samples. 

Mr.  Chin  presented  the  landscape  design  concept,  influences,  site  conditions  and  potential  locations  for  public 
art,  as  well  as  the  proposed  plant  palette. 

The  Committee  discussed  the  project,  and  they  agreed  with  the  decision  to  eliminate  the  exterior  stair.  They 
requested  that  the  team  simplify  the  design  further,  determining  that  more  work  was  needed  before  Phase  2 
approval.  The  Committee  recommended  further  study  of  massing  and  glazing,  and  limiting  the  number  of 
elements  in  the  landscape  design.  Staff  proposed  an  interim  informal  review,  and  emphasized  that  the 
landscape  and  building  design  should  be  presented  together. 

There  was  no  public  comment,  and  the  motion  was  unanimously  approved  as  follows. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  1 landscaping  of  the  Westside  Recycled  Water  Treatment  Plant  project. 

4.  Golden  Gate  Recycled  Water  Pump  Station  and  Reservoir  Project:  Phase  1 

Michael  Pierron,  Project  Designer,  Architect,  Bureau  of  Design  and  Construction,  Public  Works 

Barbara  Palacios,  Project  Manager,  Public  Utilities  Commission 

Edward  Chin,  Landscape  Architect  Bureau  of  Design  and  Construction,  Public  Works 

The  design  team  presented  the  project,  noting  its  connection  to  the  preceding  project  as  part  of  the  water 
system.  They  discussed  the  Committee’s  comments  from  prior  review  and  how  the  team  addressed  them. 

The  Committee  discussed  the  project  and  requested  that  the  team  simplify  the  design,  making  it  more  like  the 
existing  structure. 

There  was  no  public  comment.  Motion  to  approve  Phase  1 of  the  Golden  Gate  Recycled  Water  Pump  Station 
and  Reservoir  project,  contingent  upon  simplifying  the  design  by  (1 ) not  wrapping  the  barrier  wall  around  the 
third  side  of  the  building;  (2)  making  the  gap  wall  with  the  transformer  a part  of  the  new  structure  as  a singular 
element. 

5.  Alameda  Creek  Watershed  Center  in  Sunol  Project:  Phase  2 

Bryan  Dessaure,  Project  Manager,  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission 
Paul  De  Freitas,  Lead  Designer,  Bureau  of  Design  and  Construction,  Public  Works 
Martha  Ketterer,  Landscape  Architect,  Bureau  of  Design  and  Construction,  Public  Works 
Nick  Ancel,  Landscape  Architect,  Bureau  of  Design  and  Construction,  Public  Works 

The  team  presented  the  project  and  its  goals,  including  the  history  of  review  by  this  Committee,  and  how  the 
design  team  addressed  the  Committee’s  comments.  They  discussed  materials  in  context  with  the  site  and 
presented  samples.  The  team  reviewed  the  landscape  design  and  plant  palette,  discussing  design  influences. 
They  reported  that,  after  a lively  discussion,  the  team  agreed  that  the  project  was  an  informal  botanical  garden 
and  not  an  interpretive  landscape.  They  reviewed  the  design  of  water  features.  Public  Art  Program  Project 
Manager  Mary  Chou  presented  the  artwork  proposed  by  Mark  Brest  van  Kempen,  based  on  the  concept  of  an 
inverted  aquarium  where  the  viewer  walks  on  a dry  path  into  the  stream  up  to  approximately  a five-foot  depth. 
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The  Committee  discussed  the  design  and  the  challenges  of  the  artwork,  including  maintenance.  They  also 
discussed  the  design  of  signage,  lighting  and  furnishings  on  the  entry  plaza,  as  well  as  the  roof  treatment, 
which  will  allow  for  potential  future  placement  of  photovoltaic  panels. 

The  Committee  pointed  out  the  importance  of  plant  choice  and  site  drainage  to  maintaining  an  ecosystem  that 
will  keep  the  water  in  the  pond  clear;  the  team  reported  that  they  have  an  aquatic  plant  engineer  knowledgeable 
in  such  matters. 

The  Committee  praised  the  team’s  work  on  the  project  and  suggested  that  the  completed  project  be  brought  to 
the  full  Commission  as  an  informational  presentation.  They  requested  that  the  team  work  closely  with  the 
separate  contractor  on  the  interpretive  signage,  and  work  carefully  on  the  details  of  the  pond. 

There  was  no  public  comment,  and  the  motion  was  approved  unanimously  as  follows. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  2 of  the  Alameda  Creek  Watershed  Center  in  Sunol  project. 

6.  Proposed  Mission  Statement  for  Civic  Design  Review  Program 

Special  Projects  Director  Jill  Manton  presented  the  draft  mission  statement.  The  Committee  discussed  the 
context  for  adopting  a mission  statement,  and  proposed  revisions  to  the  draft  statement. 

There  was  no  public  comment,  and  the  motion  was  unanimously  approved  as  follows. 

Motion  to  approve  the  following  mission  statement  for  the  Civic  Design  Review  Program:  “The  mission  of  Civic 
Design  Review  is  to  ensure  that  any  capital  project  improves  the  public  realm,  respects  the  natural  environment 
and  serves  the  best  interests  of  the  public.” 

7.  Revision  of  Civic  Design  Review  Guidelines 

The  Committee  discussed  the  draft  guidelines,  including  the  question  of  what  is  a temporary  structure  and  what 
the  Committee’s  role  should  be  in  reviewing  them.  Staff  discussed  the  inclusion  in  the  guidelines  of  information 
about  how  projects  should  be  presented  to  the  Committee,  including  addressing  specific  contingencies;  the 
Committee  requested  more  elevations  and  other  drawings  to  present  a clearer  picture. 

There  was  no  public  comment,  and  there  was  no  motion. 

8.  Visual  Arts  Committee  Update 

Commissioner  Keehn  made  no  report;  there  was  no  public  comment. 

9.  Staff  Report 

Ms.  Manton  said  that  at  a future  meeting,  she  would  present  a summary  of  projects  that  had  been 
administratively  reviewed,  and  projects  which  had  changes  after  Phase  3 approval.  She  briefly  discussed  the 
administrative  review  process. 

There  was  no  public  comment. 
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10.  New  Business  and  Announcements 

The  Committee  discussed  how  to  manage  its  time  when  a large  number  of  projects  is  submitted  for  review  at  a 
single  meeting,  and  requested  staff  to  establish  a procedure  to  help  determine  earlier  each  month  how  many 
projects  will  be  sumitted  to  the  Committee.  Staff  proposed  establishing  a deadline  two  weeks  before  the 
Committee  meeting  for  departments  to  request  a place  on  the  agenda,  and  a second  deadline  one  week 
before  the  meeting  for  submission  of  their  materials. 

There  was  no  further  new  business  or  announcements,  and  no  public  comment. 

11.  Adjournment 

There  being  no  further  busines,  the  meeting  was  adjourned  at  5:30  p.m. 

spr  posted  11/28/14 
approved  12/1/14 


Language  Accessibility 

Translated  written  materials  and  interpretation  services  are  available  to  you  at  no  cost.  For 
assistance,  please  notify  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager  Jill 
Manton,  415-252-2585,  jill.manton@sfgov.org. 

Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design 
Review  Program  Manager  Jill  Manton,  415-252-2585,  jill.manton@sfgov.org. 

Materiales  traducidos  y servicios  de  interpretacion  estan  disponibles  para  usted  de  manera  gratuita.  Para 
asistencia,  notifique  a Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager  Jill  Manton, 
415-252-2585,  jill.manton@sfgov.org. 

Ang  mga  materyales  na  nakasalin  sa  ibang  wika  at  ang  mga  serbisyong  tagapagsalin  sa  wika  ay  walang  bayad. 
Para  sa  tulong,  maaring  i-contactsi  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager  Jill 
Manton,  415-252-2585,  jill.manton@sfgov.org. 
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SAN  FRANCISCO  ARTS  COMMISSION 
CIVIC  DESIGN  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 
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I 

FY'f l/cf 

1.  Roll  Call 


Monday,  December  1 5,  2014 

3:00  p.m. 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  70 
Agenda 


GOVERNMENT 
DOCUMENTS  DEPT 

DEC  i 2 2014 

SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARY 


2.  Public  Comment 

(This  item  is  to  allow  members  of  the  public  to  comment  generally  on  matters  within  the  Committee’s  purview  as 
well  as  to  suggest  new  agenda  items  for  the  Committee’s  consideration.) 


3.  Westside  Recycled  Water  Plant:  Phase  2 

Action 

Approximately  30  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  04/21/2014, 10/20/2014  and  11/17/2014. 

Michael  Pierron,  Project  Architect,  Bureau  of  Design  and  Construction,  Public  Works 
Barbara  Palacios,  Project  Manager,  Public  Utilities  Commission 

Edward  Chin,  Project  Landscape  Architect,  Bureau  of  Design  and  Construction,  Public  Works 

Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form,  Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  2 of  the  Westside  Recycled  Water  Plant. 


4.  Golden  Gate  Pump  Station  and  Reservoir:  Phase  2 

Action 

Approximately  20  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  08/18/2014  and  11/17/2014. 

Michael  Pierron,  Project  Architect,  Bureau  of  Design  and  Construction,  Public  Works 
Barbara  Palacios,  Project  Manager,  Public  Utilities  Commission 

Edward  Chin,  Project  Landscape  Architect,  Bureau  of  Design  and  Construction,  Public  Works 
Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form,  Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  2 of  the  Golden  Gate  Pump  Station  and  Reservoir. 
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5.  Treasure  Island  Streetscape:  Conceptual  Review 

Discussion 

Approximately  40  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  10/20/2014. 

Bob  Beck,  Project  Manager,  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority 
Julian  Pancoast,  Project  Manager,  Treasure  Island  Community  Development 
Chris  Guillard,  Landscape  Architect,  CMG 

Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form,  Presentation 

6.  Treasure  Island  Water  Tanks:  Informal  Review 

Discussion 

Approximately  20  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  10/20/2014. 

Bob  Beck,  Project  Manager,  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority 
Julian  Pancoast,  Project  Manager,  Treasure  Island  Community  Development 
Chris  Guillard,  Landscape  Architect,  CMG 

Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form,  Presentation,  Project  Description 

7.  Office  of  the  County  Medical  Examiner:  Phases  2 and  3 

Action 

Approximately  30  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  10/15/2012,  02/10/2014, 10/20/2014. 

Jack  Dybas,  Project  Designer,  KMD  Architects 

Magdalena  Ryor,  Project  Manager,  Bureau  of  Design  and  Construction,  Public  Works 
Anastasio  Stathopoulos,  Project  Architect,  KMD  Architects 
Merrill  Morris  Partners,  Landscape  Architects 

Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form,  Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phases  2 and  3 of  the  Office  of  the  County  Medical  Examiner. 

8.  Southeast  Plant  Building  522  (521A)  Electrical/HPU  Building:  Phase  2 

Action 

Approximately  20  minutes 

This  project  was  previously  reviewed  on  08/18/2014. 

Kent  Ford,  Project  Architect  and  Designer,  Bureau  of  Design  and  Construction,  Public  Works 
Jignesh  Desai,  Project  Manager,  Public  Utilities  Commission 

Explanatory  documents:  Request  for  Review  Form,  Presentation 

Discussion  and  possible  motion  to  approve  Phase  2 of  the  Southeast  Plant  Building  522  (521  A)  Electrical/HPU 
Building. 
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9.  Visual  Arts  Committee  Update 

Discussion 

Approximately  10  minutes 

Commissioner  Dorka  Keehn,  Chair,  Visual  Arts  Committee 
Report  on  projects  before  the  Visual  Arts  Committee. 

10.  New  Business  and  Announcements 

(This  item  is  to  allow  Commissioners  to  introduce  new  agenda  items  for  consideration.) 

11.  Adjournment 

zt  posted  12/11/14 

JDC  12/12/14:  Explanatory  documents  added  for  Items  # 5 and  6 
Notices 

Explanatory  documents  listed  above,  as  well  as  documents  created  or  distributed  after  the  posting  of  this  agenda  to 
the  Arts  Commission  will  be  available  for  public  inspection  and  copying  at  the  Arts  Commission  office,  25  Van  Ness 
Avenue,  Suite  345,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  during  regular  business  hours.  Info:  Jill  Manton,  415-252-2585. 
PLEASE  NOTE:  The  Arts  Commission  often  receives  documents  created  or  submitted  by  other  City  officials, 
agencies  or  departments  after  the  posting  of  the  Arts  Commission  agenda.  For  such  documents  or  presentations, 
members  of  the  public  may  wish  to  contact  the  originating  agency  if  they  seek  documents  not  yet  provided  to  the  Arts 
Commission. 

Public  comment  in  regard  to  specific  items  will  be  taken  before  or  during  consideration  of  the  item. 

The  ringing  of  and  use  of  cell  phones,  pagers  and  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices  are  prohibited  at  this 
meeting.  Please  be  advised  that  the  Chair  may  order  the  removal  from  the  meeting  of  any  person(s)  responsible  for 
the  ringing  or  use  of  a cell  phone,  pager,  or  other  similar  sound-producing  electronic  devices. 

In  order  to  assist  the  City’s  efforts  to  accommodate  persons  with  severe  allergies,  environmental  illnesses,  multiple 
chemical  sensitivity,  or  related  disabilities,  attendees  at  public  meetings  are  reminded  that  other  attendees  may  be 
sensitive  to  various  chemical-based  products.  Please  help  the  City  accommodate  these  individuals. 

To  obtain  a disability-related  modification  or  accommodation,  including  auxiliary  aids  or  services,  to  participate  in  the 
meeting,  please  contact  Jill  Manton,  41 5-252-2585,  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting,  except  for  Monday 
meetings,  for  which  the  deadline  is  4:00  p.m.  the  previous  Friday. 

Individuals  and  entities  that  influence  or  attempt  to  influence  local  legislative  or  administrative  action  may  be  required 
by  the  San  Francisco  Lobbyist  Ordinance  (San  Francisco  Campaign  and  Governmental  Conduct  Code  sections 
2.100-2.160)  to  register  and  report  lobbying  activity.  For  more  information  about  the  Lobbyist  Ordinance,  please 
contact  the  Ethics  Commission  at  25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  220,  San  Francisco,  CA  94102,  telephone 
41 5/252-31 00,  fax  41 5/252-31 1 2 and  http://www.sfethics.Org/ethics/2009/1 2/lobbyist-ordinance-201 0.html. 

KNOW  YOUR  RIGHTS  UNDER  THE  SUNSHINE  ORDINANCE 
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Government’s  duty  is  to  serve  the  public,  reaching  its  decision  in  full  view  of  the  public.  Commissions,  boards, 
councils,  and  other  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  exist  to  conduct  the  people’s  business.  This  ordinance  assures 
that  deliberations  are  conducted  before  the  people  and  that  City  operations  are  open  to  the  people’s  review. 

For  information  on  your  rights  under  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  (Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code) 
or  to  report  a violation  of  the  ordinance,  contact  by  mail  Sunshine  Ordinance  Task  Force,  1 Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett 
Place,  Room  244,  San  Francisco  CA  941 02;  phone  at  (41 5)  554-7724;  fax  at  (41 5)  554-7854;  or  by  email  at 

sotf@sfgov.org 

Citizens  may  obtain  a free  copy  of  the  Sunshine  Ordinance  by  printing  Chapter  67  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative 
Code  on  the  Internet,  at  http://www.sfbos.org/sunshine 

ACCESSIBLE  MEETING  POLICY 

Per  the  American  Disabilities  Act  and  the  Language  Access  Ordinance,  Chinese,  Spanish,  and/or  American  Sign 
Language  interpreters  will  be  available  upon  request.  Additionally,  every  effort  will  be  made  to  provide  a sound 
enhancement  system,  meeting  materials  in  alternative  formats,  and/or  a reader.  Minutes  may  be  translated  after  they 
have  been  adopted  by  the  Commission.  For  all  these  requests,  please  contact  Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Public  Art  Trust 
and  Special  Initiatives,  at  least  48  hours  before  the  meeting  at  41 5-252-2314.  Late  requests  will  be  honored  if 
possible.  The  hearing  room  is  wheelchair  accessible. 

ft,  &ft, 

ffllJ$«lWre^48/M^a*  41 5-252-2585  IpI  Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Public  Art 
Trust  and  Special  Initiatives  #HJo  Mfimifli**, 

POLITICA  DE  ACCESO  A LA  REUNION 

De  acuerdo  con  la  Ley  sobre  Estadounidenses  con  Discapacidades  (American  Disabilities  Act)  y la  Ordenanza  de 
Acceso  a Idiomas  (Language  Access  Ordinance)  interpretes  de  chino,  espanol,  y lenguaje  de  sefias  estaran 
disponibles  de  ser  requeridos.  En  adicion,  se  hara  todo  el  esfuerzo  posible  para  proveer  un  sistema  mejoramiento  de 
sonido,  materiales  de  la  reunion  en  formatos  alternativos,  y/o  proveer  un  leedor.  Las  minutas  podran  ser  traducidas 
luego  de  ser  aprobadas  por  la  Comision.  Para  solicitar  estos  servicios,  favor  contactar  a Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Public 
Art  Trust  and  Special  Initiatives,  por  lo  menos  48  horas  antes  de  la  reunion  al  41 5-252-2585.  Las  solicitudes  tardias 
seran  consideradas  de  ser  posible.  La  sala  de  audiencia  es  accesible  a silla  de  ruedas. 
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Civic  Design  Review  Committee  - December  1 5,  2014 

MEETING  OF  THE  CIVIC  DESIGN  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 
OF  THE  SAN  FRANCISCO  ARTS  COMMISSION 

Monday,  December  15,  2014 

3:00  p.m. 

25  Van  Ness  Avenue,  Suite  70 

. 

Minutes 

Committee  Chair  Cass  Calder  Smith  called  the  meeting  to  order  at  3:06  p.m. 

1.  Roll  Call 

Commissioners  Present 

Cass  Calder  Smith,  Chair 
Dorka  Keehn 
Kimberlee  Stryker 
Kathrin  Moore,  ex  officio 


Commissioners  Absent 

Roberto  Ordehana 


Staff  Present 

Jill  Manton,  Director  of  Public  Art  Trust  and  Special  Initiatives 
Tom  DeCaigny,  Director  of  Cultural  Affairs 


GOVERNMENT 
DOCUMENTS  DEPT 


2.  Public  Comment 

There  was  no  public  comment. 

SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  L IBRARY 


3.  Westside  Recycled  Water  Treatment  Plant  Project:  Phase  2 

Michael  Pierron,  Project  Designer,  Architect,  Bureau  of  Design  and  Construction,  Public  Works 
Barbara  Palacios,  Project  Manager,  Public  Utilities  Commission 

Edward  Chin,  Project  Landscape  Architect,  Bureau  of  Design  and  Construction,  Public  Works 


The  team  presented  the  project,  including  a review  of  their  material  selections,  revisions  based  on  the  last 
Civic  Design  Review,  and  new  landscape  treatments. 
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The  Committee  agreed  with  the  simplified  material  palette  and  landscaping  plan.  Due  to  the  climate,  the 
detailing  on  the  channel  glass  was  of  particular  concern,  and  the  Committee  encouraged  bringing  in  a 
waterproofing  consultant  to  consult  on  potential  rust  issues.  The  Committee  also  discussed  the  relevance  of, 
and  audience  for,  a proposed  bas-relief  architectural  enhancement  along  the  alley  walkway.  The  Committee 
requested  more  structural  details  at  Phase  3 review,  and  recommended  an  informal  review  before  Phase  3 
review. 

There  was  no  public  comment,  and  the  motion  was  unanimously  approved  as  follows. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  2 of  the  Westside  Recycled  Water  Treatment  Plant  project,  with  Phase  3 to  reflect  a 
greater  level  of  detail  regarding  the  operational  windows,  waterproofing  and  main  entry. 

4.  Golden  Gate  Recycled  Water  Pump  Station  and  Reservoir  Project:  Phase  2 

Michael  Pierron,  Project  Designer,  Architect,  Bureau  of  Design  and  Construction,  Public  Works 

Barbara  Palacios,  Project  Manager,  Public  Utilities  Commission 

Edward  Chin,  Landscape  Architect  Bureau  of  Design  and  Construction,  Public  Works 

The  team  presented  the  project,  reviewing  the  elements  presented  to  this  Committee  in  its  prior  review,  and 
discussing  design  changes  since  then.  The  design  follows  the  current  materials  palette  and  structural 
aesthetics. 

The  Committee  thought  the  building  was  appropriate  for  a utilitarian  structure,  with  form  following  function. 
There  was  no  public  comment,  and  the  motion  was  unanimously  approved  as  follows. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  2 of  the  Golden  Gate  Recycled  Water  Pump  Station  and  Reservoir  project. 

5.  Treasure  Island  Streetscape:  Conceptual  Review 

Pamela  Conrad,  Project  Manager,  CMG 
Kevin  Conger,  Project  Manager,  CMG 

Bob  Beck,  Project  Manager,  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority 

The  team  presented  their  plan  for  the  Treasure  Island  Streetscape,  for  which  they  expect  to  seek  approval  in 
January  2015.  If  approved,  the  plan  will  then  be  reviewed  by  the  Treasure  Island  Development  Authority 
(“TIDA”)  board.  The  presentation  included  pedestrian-focused  promenades  with  colorful  native  plantings,  a 
system  of  pocket  parks  to  encourage  outdoor  gatherings,  and  windrow  trees  to  reduce  wind  speed  on  the 
island.  Flush  streets  encouraging  mixed  use  (pedestrian,  bicycle  and  auto  traffic)  will  be  implemented  on 
selected  streets.  Through  coordination  with  local  transit  authorities,  the  team  aims  to  create  a pedestrian- 
focused  community.  The  streets  are  owned  by  the  Department  of  Public  Works  and  will  meet  their  paving 
standards,  but  enhanced  paving  areas  are  also  part  of  the  streetscape  plan. 

The  Committee  clarified  that  projects  of  this  scope  may  require  more  than  the  traditional  three  phases  of 
review.  The  team  concurred,  but  were  concerned  that  with  the  level  of  detail  involved,  regular  meetings  for 
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each  subphase  could  be  taxing  and  repetitive.  They  said  that  the  current  streetscape  master  plan  as  presented 
is  analogous  to  a Phase  1 presentation.  If  approved  by  the  Committee,  the  project  will  be  reviewed  by  TIDA 
prior  to  moving  into  the  next  phase.  The  team  will  request  further  review  from  this  Committee  for  major 
subphases  moving  forward.  The  Committee  recommended  that  they  work  with  Ms.  Manton  to  set  up  milestone 
reviews. 

The  Committee  asked  about  seawalls,  which  were  not  illustrated  on  the  master  plan  presented  at  this  meeting. 

The  team  explained  that  they  are  addressing  this  question  as  part  of  the  Treasure  Island  Master  Plan,  which 
they  expect  to  present  at  a later  date.  The  Committee  also  expressed  concern  about  the  lifespan  of  tall  trees  in 
the  windrow  because  of  the  high  salinity  of  the  groundwater.  The  team  explained  that  there  is  freshwater  held  in 
by  seawater  around  the  island,  and  they  are  working  with  a soils  expert  to  ensure  high  quality  landscapes.  The 
Committee  asked  for  more  information  in  the  next  review  phase.  The  Committee  also  touched  on  lighting, 
outdoor  seating,  art  placement  and  stormwater  management  and  drainage  plans. 

There  was  no  public  comment,  and  there  was  no  motion. 

6.  Treasure  Island  Water  Tanks:  Informal  Review 

This  project  was  not  reviewed. 

7.  Office  of  the  County  Medical  Examiner:  Phases  2 and  3 

Jack  Dybas,  Project  Designer,  KMD  Architects 

Magdalena  Ryor,  Project  Manager,  Bureau  of  Design  and  Construction,  Public  Works 
Ryan  Stevens,  Project  Architect,  KMD  Architects 

The  team  presented  the  project,  including  revisions  to  the  building  and  surrounding  landscape.  Materials, 
palette  and  landscape  plan  were  simplified  in  response  to  the  Committee’s  comments  from  Phase  1 review. 

The  Committee  discussed  the  barbed  wire  along  the  fence,  suggesting  possible  solutions  to  minimize  its 
aesthetic  impact.  The  Committee  discussed  possible  additions  to  the  landscape,  including  improvements  to 
the  seating  area  and  a better  integration  of  the  landscape  into  the  overall  design.  The  team  explained  that  the 
landscape  plan  includes  a piece  of  public  art,  which  has  not  been  designed  yet.  Commissioner  Keehn  noted 
that  finalists  have  been  selected,  so  the  artwork  is  forthcoming. 

There  was  no  public  comment,  and  the  motion  was  unanimously  approved  as  follows. 

Motion  to  approve  Phases  2 and  3 of  the  Office  of  the  County  Medical  Examiner  contingent  upon  (1 ) improving 
the  corner  landscaping  after  public  art  is  finalized;  (2)  bringing  one  more  tree  forward  in  the  landscape  plan; 

(3)  improving  the  seating  design;  (4)  placing  the  barbed  wire  along  the  inside  of  the  security  fence; 

(5)  increasing  the  height  of  the  row  of  planting  adjacent  to  the  parking  lot;  (6)  approaching  the  landscaping 
more  as  a garden. 

8.  Southeast  Plant  Building  522  (521A)  Electrical/HPU  Building:  Phase  2 

Kent  Ford,  Project  Architect  and  Designer,  Bureau  of  Design  and  Construction,  Public  Works 
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Mr.  Ford  presented  the  project,  including  a review  of  changes  based  on  comments  from  the  Committee  in  its 
previous  review.  The  current  design  uses  more  efficient  daylighting  devices  to  reduce  heat  transfer,  and  finish 
solutions  included  terra  cotta  and  composite  wood  alternative  options.  Landscaping  for  the  area  is  minimal 
because  this  building  will  be  unoccupied,  sited  within  a larger  campus,  and  will  not  be  visible  to  the  public. 

The  Committee  discussed  the  benefits  of  various  cladding  finishes,  and  agreed  the  terra  cotta  would  be  a 
viable  solution  for  the  site.  They  requested  three  color  samples  prior  to  Phase  3 review.  The  Committee  also 
discussed  unifying  the  color  finishes  on  the  aluminum  elements  on  the  entry,  louvers  and  rollup  areas. 

There  was  no  public  comment,  and  the  motion  was  unanimously  approved  as  follows. 

Motion  to  approve  Phase  2 of  the  Southeast  Plan  Building  522  (521  A)  Electrical/HPU  Building  contingent  upon 
(1 ) selection  of  the  terra  cotta  exterior;  (2)  presentation  of  three  color  samples  prior  to  Phase  3 review; 

(3)  layout  of  all  site  elements;  (4)  selection  of  a dark  bronze,  black,  or  gray  aluminum  finish  to  unify  the  entry, 
louvers  and  rollup  elements. 

9.  Visual  Arts  Committee  Update 

Commissioner  Keehn  made  no  report,  and  there  was  no  public  comment. 

10.  New  Business  and  Announcements 

There  was  no  new  business  or  announcements,  and  no  public  comment. 

11 . Adjournment 

There  being  no  further  business,  the  meeting  was  adjourned  at  5:28  p.m. 

spr  revised  12/31/14 
spr  posted  12/24/14 
approved  1/5/15 


Language  Accessibility 

Translated  written  materials  and  interpretation  services  are  available  to  you  at  no  cost.  For 
assistance,  please  notify  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager  Jill 
Manton,  415-252-2585,  jill.manton@sfgov.org. 

ta lli,  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design 
Review  Program  Manager  Jill  Manton,  41 5-252-2585,  jill.manton@sfgov.org. 

Materiales  traducidos  y servicios  de  interpretacion  estan  disponibles  para  usted  de  manera  gratuita.  Para 
asistencia,  notifique  a Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager  Jill  Manton, 
41 5-252-2585,  jill.manton@sfgov.org. 
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Ang  mga  materyales  na  nakasalin  sa  ibang  wika  at  ang  mga  serbisyong  tagapagsalin  sa  wika  ay  walang  bayad. 
Para  sa  tulong,  maaring  i-contact  si  Director  of  Special  Projects  and  Civic  Design  Review  Program  Manager  Jill 
Manton,  415-252-2585,  jill.manton@sfgov.org. 
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